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§6TH CONGRESS t HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ; REPORT 
Ist Session No. 255 
_—____ 


JOHN F. CARMODY 





Marcu 25, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House and ordered 
to be printed 


Mr. KastenMEIER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 2100] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. 2100) for the relief of John F. Carmody, having considered the 
same, report favorably thereon with amendments and recommend 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendments are as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out the figures and insert in lieu thereof 
595.00”. 

Page 2, line 3, strike out “‘in excess of 10 per centum thereof’. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to pay the sum of $595 
to John M. Carmody, of Moberly, Mo., in full settlement of all claims 
against the United States. Such sum represents a contract with the 
Secretary of Agriculture for cost-sharing under subtitle B (conserva- 
tion reserve program) of the Soil Bank Act with respect to a dam 
constructed in 1957 on a farm operated by him in Randolph County, 
Mo. 

It appears that Mr. Carmody entered into a contract under the 
1957 conservation reserve program to place land in the conservation 
reserve. One of the protective measures specified in the contract to 
protect the land in the conservation reserve was a dam to impound 
water. The Randolph Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation 
County Committee accepted the contract and approved cost-sharing 
to construct the dam. 

The Department of Agriculture, in its report dated October 24, 
1958, states that before the dam was constructed Mr. Carmody was 
given a copy of the official specifications for the dam, and after the 
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dam was constructed, it was inspected in two respects and it was de- 
termined that it did not meet the specifications in two respects. First 
the front slope of the dam was too steep and, second, the freeboard 
was less than the requirement for the practice. In view of these fail. 
ures to meet specifications cost-sharing for the dam was disapproved 

Mr. Carmody denies this statement and states that he never re- 
ceived these specifications; however, the lake was accepted by Mr 
Joe Patton on behalf of the Department of Agriculture. He states 
further that all equipment was removed from the site and a few days 
later a purchase order was presented to him by an employee of the 
Randolph County ASC, calling for the payment of approximately 
$595 for his signature and execution. He contends that he is entitled 
to 80 percent of the total cost of the construction of the dam, which 
would be $1,020. 

Your committee has given this bill careful consideration and is of 
the opinion that Mr. Carmody is entitled to the payment of the 
amount of $595 as offered him by the Department of Agriculture, and 
therefore, recommend favorable consideration be given the bill as 
amended. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D.C., October 24, 1958, 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear ConGressMAN CeLuErR: This is in reply to your request of 
July 18, 1958, for a report on H.R. 12997, a bill for the relief of John 
F. Carmody. 

This Department recommends against the enactment of H.R. 12997 
for the reasons stated below following our summary of the bill. 

H.R. 12997 would authorize the payment to John F. Carmody, of 
Moberly, Mo., of the sum of $1,020, in full settlement of all claims 
— the United States arising out of a contract with the Secretary 
of Agriculture for cost-sharing under subtitle B (conservation reserve 
program) of the Soil Bank Act with respect to a dam constructed in 
1957 on a farm operated by him in Randolph County, Mo. 

The following facts are related to the purpose of H.R. 12997: 

John F. Carmody, of Moberly, Randolph County, Mo., entered 
into a contract under the 1957 conservation reserve program to place 
land in the conservation reserve. One of the protective measures 
specified in the contract to protect the land in the conservation reserve 
was a dam to impound water. The Randolph Agricultural Stabiliza- 
tion and Conservation County Committee accepted the contract and 
approved cost-sharing to construct the dam. 

Before the dam was constructed, Mr. Carmody was given a copy of 
the official specifications for the dam. After the dam was constructed, 
it was inspected and it was determined that it did not meet the specifi- 
cations in tworespects. First, the front slope of the dam was too steep 
and, second, the freeboard was less than the requirement for the prac- 
tice. In view of these failures to meet specifications cost sharing for 
the dam was disapproved. 

Mr. Carmody was afforded an opportunity to bring the dam up to 
the required specifications and thereby made it cligible for cost 
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sharing. Mr. Carmody has declined to perform the additional work 
needed to make the dam eligible for cost sharing under the Conserva- 
tion reserve program. 

Since cost sharing under the conservation reserve program of the 
soil bank is authorized only for those practices which are performed in 
accordance with all applicable specifications and program provisions, 
and in view of the facts in the case as stated above, it is our opinion 
that payment to Mr. Carmody is not justified. 

Attached is a copy of the 1957 Missouri conservation reserve 
program practice specifications. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that there is.no objection to the 
submission of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 
E. T. Benson, Secretary. 


U.S. Department oF AGRICULTURE, 
AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION COMMITTEE, 
Missouri State OFrice, 

Columbia, Mo., December 6, 1956. 
To: County ASC committees. 
From: Missouri State ASC Committee, State Office, Columbia, Mo. 
Subject: Practices eligible for cost-sharing under the soil bank conser- 

vation reserve program. 

Recent amendments called to your attention in Missouri Conserva- 
tion Reserve-24 make it necessary to revise maximum Federal cost- 
share rates for practices B—7, C-14, G-2A, and G-2B. Attached are 
revised specification sheets for these practices to replace those previ- 
ously furnished under cover of Missouri Conservation Reserve-8. 

‘Also included is a new specification sheet for G-3 (constructing 
earthen dams and reservoirs for fish). Counties will be given an 
opportunity to approve this practice along with revisions of cost-share 
rates for the above practices now being set up in this office on an 
individual basis. 


CONSERVATION RESERVE PRAcTICES FOR MIssouRI 


PRACTICE B-7.—CONSTRUCTING EARTHEN DAMS AND RESERVOIRS AS A 
MEANS OF PROTECTING VEGETATIVE COVER 


Dams must be constructed with minimum slopes of 3 to 1 on the 
upstream side and 2 to 1 on the downstream side and must have a 
crown width of 8 feet, except that dams in excess of 10 feet in height 
must have a minimum crown width of 10 feet. Dams of.10 feet or 
less in height must have a minimum freeboard of 2 feet, with an 
additional fill of at least 10 percent provided for the settlement. 
Dams over 10 feet in height must have a minimum freeboard of 2 
feet, with an additional fill of at least 15 percent provided for settle- 
ment. 

All vegetative material, topsoil, and debris shall be removed from 
the fill site and from the surface area of the borrow pits. The fill 
site must be thoroughly scarified or disked. A core trench or blanket 
may be required if deemed necessary by the technician. 
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The pond must have a minimum depth of 8 feet extending over an 
area having a diameter equal to one-fourth the diameter of the water 
surface area. A protective sod strip with minimum width of 100 feet 
must be established immediately above the pond. Water from-sources 
of contamination, such as public roads, barnyards, or septic tanks 
shall not be allowed to flow into the pond. 

The dam and pond must be fenced to exclude livestock, and the 
water in the pond must be piped out so that it may be attached to 9 
stock-water tank (1%-inch pipe is recommended). Generally, the 
fence should be placed at least 40 feet from the sides of the pond 
The fence shall be located between the earth fill and a suitable tank 
location situated at the outlet of the water-supply pipe. 

No cost-sharing will be allowed for cleaning or maintaining an exist- 
ing structure. 

A member of a representative of the county committee must make 
the following determinations before approving the construction of 
the dam or reservoir: 

(1) That the soil conditions at the location will permit (with g 
reasonable expenditure for construction) proper compaction and insure 
water retention and that the site selected will provide adequate depth 
and storage in the reservoir to supply sufficient water to meet antici- 
pated needs. Consideration must be given to the anticipated normal 
demands for water from this source. 

(2) That the watershed area is in proper relationship to the capacity 
of the proposed pond and that it will be devoted to a good land-use 
program. Generally, a ratio range of 6 to 1 to 20 to 1 is recommended, 

(3) That the dam will be of sufficient height and of proper design 
and that it will be protected from erosion. 

(4) That an adequate spillway is to be provided and protected with 
a vegetative cover or by mechanical means as prescribed by the 
technician. 

The use of such water for irrigating land other than conservation 
reserve acreage shall not be permitted during the period covered by 
the contract. 


Maximum Federal cost share 


(1) Eighty percent of that part of the average cost of pipe and 
earth moving which is not in excess of $625; (2) 40 percent of that 
part of the average cost of pipe and earth moving which is in excess 
of $625, but not in excess of $1,000; and (3) 20 percent of that part 
of the average cost of pipe and earth moving which is in excess of 
$1,000: Provided, That in no case shall the cost share for this practice 
exceed $1,500. 


PRACTICE C-14.—CONSTRUCTING EARTHEN DAMS AND RESERVOIRS TO 
PROVIDE WATER FOR IRRIGATION 


Dams must be constructed with minimum slopes of 3 to 1 on the 
upstream side and 2 to 1 on the downstream side and must have a 
crown width of 8 feet, except that dams in excess of 10 feet in height 
must have a minimum crown width of 10 feet. Dams of 10 feet or 
less in height must have a minimum freeboard of 2 feet, with an 
additional fill of at least 10 percent provided for settlement. Dams 
over 10 feet in height must have a minimum freeboard of 2 feet, with 
an additional fill of at least 15 percent provided for settlement. 
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All vegetative material, topsoil, and debris shall be removed from 
the fill site and from the surface area of the borrow pits. The fill site 
must be thoroughly scarified or disked. A core trench or blanket may 
be required if deemed necessary by the technician. 

A protective sod strip with minimum width of 100 feet must be 
Wiablished immediately above the pond. 

The dam and pond must be fenced to exclude livestock. Generally, 
the fence should be placed at least 40 feet from the sides of the pond. 

No cost sharing will be allowed for cleaning or maintaining an 
existing structure. 

A member or a representative of the county committee must make 
the following determinations before approving: the construction of the 
dam or reservoir: 

(1) That the soil conditions at the location will permit (with a 
reasonable expenditure for construction) proper compaction and 
insure water retention and that the site selected will provide adequate 
depth and storage in the reservoir to supply sufficient water to meet 
anticipated needs. Consideration must be given to the anticipated 
normal demands for water from this source. 

(2) That the watershed area is in proper relationship to the capacity 
of the proposed pond and that it will be devoted to sound supplemental 
irrigation. 

(3) That the dam will be of sufficient height and of proper design 
and that it will be protected from erosion. 

(4) That an adequate spillway is to be provided for protected with 
a vegetative cover or by mechanical means as prescribed by the 
technician. 

Generally speaking, for a dependable source of water in a succession 
of dry years, about 9 to 10 acres of drainage area should be provided 
for each acre to be irrigated. One acre-foot of water storage should be 

rovided for each acre of land to be irrigated. In general, a pond or 
ake having more than 5 acres of water surface area and a drainage 
area ratio of 10 to 1 will require a mechanical spillway for at least a 
portion of the expected overflow when the lake is not being used to 
capacity for irrigation. A properly designed grass spillway for short 
periods of overflow may be used, if approved by the responsible 
technician. This may be designed the same as terrace outlets or 
grass spillways for smaller ponds for stock water. 

The use of such water or irrigating land other than the conservation 
reserve acreage shall not be permitted during the period covered by 
the contract. 

Marimum Federal cost share 

(1) Eighty percent of that part of the average cost of earth moving 
which is not in excess of $625; (2) 40 percent of that part of the average 
cost of earth moving which is in excess of $625, but not in excess of 
$1,000; and (3) 20 percent of that part of the average cost of earth 
moving which is in excess of $1,000: Provided, That in no case shall 
the cost share for this practice exceed $1,500. 


PRACIICE G-2 A.—CONSTRUCTING EARTHEN DAMS AND LEVEES 
THE DEVELOPMENT OF SHALLOW-WATER AREAS TO IMPROVE HABITAT 
FOR WATERFOWL, FUR BEARERS, AND OTHER WILDLIFE 


Dams must be constructed with minimum slopes of 3 to 1 on the 
upstream side and 2 to 1 on the downstream side and must have a 
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crown width of 1 foot for every foot in height with a minimum crown 
width of 4 feet. Dams must have a minimum freeboard of 2 feet 
with an additional fill of 15 percent to allow for settling. , 

All vegetable material, topsoil, and debris shall be removed from 
the fill site and from the surface area of the borrow pits. The fil] 
site must be thoroughly scarified or disked. A core trench or blanket 
may be required if deemed necessary by the technician. The pond 
shall have a minimum average depth of 2 feet. A depth of 18 inches 
to 3 feet is most conducive to waterfowl and fur bearer use. 

A member or representative of the county committee must make 
the following determinations before approving the construction of 
the dam or levee: 

(1) That the soil conditions at the location will permit proper 
compaction and insure water retention; that the site selected will 
provide adequate depth and storage of water with a reasonable 
expenditure for dam construction. 

(2) That the watershed area is in proper relationship to the capacity 
of the proposed pond. With higher evaporation losses from large 
shallow areas of water, a ratio range of 10 to 1 to 20 to 1 is recom- 
mended generally. This requirement may be waived if pumping or 
other reliable sources of water are available. 

(3) That the dam will be of sufficient height, or proper design, and 
that it will be protected from erosion. Riprapping or other means of 
bank or levee protection may be required if the technician deems 
necessary. 

(4) That an adequate spillway is to be provided and protected with 
a vegetative cover or by mechanical means as prescribed by the 
technician. 

(5) That the project will contribute to improved habitat for water- 
fowl and fur bearers. 


Mazimum Federal cost share 


(a) A part of the average cost of establishing cover on the dam and 
the cost of materials for riprapping or other forms of dam or levee 
protection as might be determined by the technician. ‘The maximum 
rate of cost-sharing shall be $2.50 per 100 linear feet of dam or levee 
protected by permanent cover, and $7.50 per 100 linear feet if rip- 
rapping or other forms of dam or levee protection are required by the 
technician. 

(b) A part of the average cost of earth moving (applicable only 
where the required operations under (a) are performed according to 
specifications), not to exceed 16 cents per cubic yard, based on yard- 
age computations made by technician at time of layout. 

Mazimum cost-share limitations for practices.—The cost share for a 
water storage facility, including a water storage facility constructed 
under practice G-2 or practice G-3, shall not exceed the sum of— 

(1) Eighty percent of that part of the average cost of con- 
structing the water storage facility which is not in excess of $625; 
(2) 40 percent of that part of the average cost of constructing 
the water storage facility which is in excess of $625, but not in 
excess of $1,000, and (3) 20 percent of that part of the average 
cost of constructing the water storage facility which is in excess 
of $1,000: Provided, That in no case shall the cost share for a 
water storage facility exceed $1,500. 
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PRACTICE G-2 B.—RESTORATION OF DRAINED AREAS (FORMERLY MARSH- 
LAND) TO IMPROVE WATERFOWL AND FUR-BEARER HABITAT BY 
INSTALLING. EARTHEN PLUGS IN DRAINAGE DITCHES 


Plugs (dams) must be constructed with minimum slopes of 3 to 1 
on the upstream side and 2 to 1 on the downstream side and must 
have @ minimum crown width of 4 feet and a minimum freeboard of 
18inches, with an additional fill of 15 percent to provide for settlement. 

All vegetative material, topsoil, and debris shall be removed from 
the fill site and from the surface area of the borrow pit. The site must 
be thoroughly scarified or disked. A core trench or blanket may be 
required if deemed necessary by the technician. The water area 
impounded shall have a minimum average depth of 18 inches. 

A member or representative of the county committee must make the 
following determinations before approving the construction of the 
dam or reservoir: 

(1) That the soil conditions at the location will permit proper com- 
paction and insure water retention and that the site selected will pro- 
vide adequate depth and storage of water for waterfowl and fur 
bearers with a reasonable expenditure for dam construction. 

(2) That the dam will be of sufficient height and of proper design 
and that it will be protected from erosion. 

(3) That an adequate spillway is to be provided and protected 
with a vegetative cover or by mechanical means as prescribed by the 
technician. 

(4) That the project will contribute to improved habitat for water- 
fowl and fur bearers. 


Maximum Federal cost share 


(a) A part of the average cost of establishing cover on the dam. 

(6) A part of the average cost of earth moving (applicable only 
where the required operations under (a) are performed according to 
specifications), not to exceed 16 cents per cubic yard based on yardage 
computations made by technician at time of layout. 

Maximum cost-share limitations for practices —The cost share for a 
water storage facility, including a water storage facility constructed 
under practice G-2 or practice G-3 shall not exceed the sum of— 

(1) Eighty percent of that part of the average cost of construct- 
ing the water storage facility which is not in excess of $625; (2) 
40 percent of that part of the average cost of constructing the 
water storage facility which is in excess of $625 but not in excess 
of $1,000; and (3) 20 percent of that part of the average cost of 
constructing the water storage facility which is in excess of 
$1,000: Provided, That in no case shall the cost-share for a water 
storage facility exceed $1,500. 


PRACTICE G-3.—CONSTRUCTING EARTHEN DAMS AND RESERVOIRS FOR 
FISH 


Dams must be constructed with minimum slopes of 3 to 1 on the 
upstream side and 2 to 1 on the downstream side and must have a 
crown width of 8 feet, except that dams in excess of 10 feet in height 
must have a minimum crown width of 10 feet. Dams of 10 feet or 
less in height must have a minimum freeboard of 2 feet with an addi- 
tional fill of at least 10 percent provided for settlement. Dams over 
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10 feet in height must have a minimum freeboard of 2 feet with an 
additional fill of at least 15 percent provided for settlement. 

All vegetative material, topsoil, and debris shall be removed from the 
fill site and from the surface area of the borrow pits. The fill site must 
be thoroughly scarified or disked. A core trench or blanket may be 
required if deemed necessary by the technician. 

The pond must have a minimum depth of 8 feet extending over an 
area having a diameter equal to one-fourth the diameter of the water 
surface area. A protective sod strip with minimum width of 100 feet 
must be established immediately above the pond. Water from 
sources of contamination, such as public roads, bernvecilis or septic 
tanks, shall not be allowed to flow into the pond. 

The dam and pond must be fenced to exclude livestock, and the 
water in the pond must be piped out in such a manner that the pond 
may be drained (1%-inch pipe is recommended). Generally, the fence 
should be placed at least 40 feet from the sides of the pond. 

No cost-sharing will be allowed for cleaning or maintaining an 
existing structure. 

A member or a representative of the county committee must make 
the following determinations before approving the construction of the 
dam or reservoir: 

(1) That the soil conditions at the location will permit (with a 
reasonable expenditure for construction) proper compaction and in- 
sure water retention, and that the site selected will provide adequate 
depth and storage in the reservoir to supply sufficient water for main- 
taining a high water level in the pond. Consideration must be given 
to the anticipated normal seasonal evaporation and the desire to 
maintain a reasonable constant water level without excess overflow. 

(2) That the watershed area is in proper relationship to the capacity 
of the proposed pond. Generally, a ratio range of 6-to-1 to 10-to-1 
is recommended. 

(3) That the dam will be of sufficient height and of proper design 
and that it will be protected from erosion. 

(4) That an adequate spillway is to be provided and protected with 
a vegetative cover or by mechanical means as prescribed by the 
technician. 

(5) That the pond will be stocked by using the recommendations of 
the Missouri State Conservation Commission for such ponds and 
maintained in accordance with best known practices for practical fish 
production and harvesting. 


Mazimum Federal cost share 

(1) Eighty percent of that part of the average cost of pipe and earth 
moving which is not in excess of $625; (2) 40 percent of that part of 
the average cost of pipe and earth moving which is in excess of $625, 
but not in excess of $1,000; and (3) 20 percent of that part of the 
average cost of pipe and earth moving which is in excess of $1,000; 
Provided, That in no case shall the cost share for this practice exceed 


$1,500. 
O 
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Marcu 25, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House and ordered 
to be printed 





Mr. FercHan, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.J. Res. 322] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H.J. Res. 322) for the relief of certain aliens, having con- 
sidered the same, report favorably thereon with amendments and 
recommend that the joint resolution do pass. 

The amendments are as follows: 

On page 3, line 17, after the name “Kyriacou”’, change the period 
to a colon and add the following proviso: 


Provided further, That, unless Francisco Gomez-Olvera is 
entitled to care under chapter 55, title 10, United States Code, 
a suitable and proper bond or undertaking, approved by the 
Attorney General, be deposited as prescribed by section 213 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, and the said 
Francisco Gomez-Olvera may be permitted to remain in 
the United States under such conditions and controls which 
the Attorney General, after consultation with the Surgeon 
General of the United States Public Health Service, Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, may deem neces- 
sary to impose. 


On page 4, after line 7, insert the following: 


Upon the granting of permanent residence to such alien 
as provided for in this section of this Act, the Secretary of 
State shall instruct the proper quota-control officer to reduce 
by one the quota for the quota area to which the alien is 
chargeable for the first year that such quota is available. 
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PURPOSE OF THE JOINT RESOLUTION 


The purpose of the joint resolution, as amended, is to grant the 
status of permanent residence in the United States to 15 persons and 
to authorize the Attorney General to cancel deportation proceedings 
in the cases of 3 persons. The joint resolution also provides for the 
payment of the required visa fees, for appropriate quota deductions 
and for the posting of bonds where such bonds are necessary. 

The joint resolution has been amended to correct errors in drafting, 


GENERAL INFORMATION 


The committee, desiring to lighten the burden of the Chief Execy- 
tive and to shorten the time required for the consideration of private 
calendars on the floor of the House, has decided to include the names 
of several beneficiaries of pending bills in one joint resolution, after 
having acquainted themselves with all the facts pertinent to eacn case, 

Section 1 of the joint resolution proposes that three persons be 
granted permanent residence in the United States upon payment of 
the required visa fees. No quota deductions have been included in 
this section in view of the fact that the beneficiaries are entitled to 
nonquota status or have previously been admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence. This section further provides that a 
bond be posted as surety that one of the beneficiaries will not become 
a public charge. The beneficiaries of this section were the subjects 
of individual bills, as follows: 

H.R. 1397, by Mr. Baldwin. 
H.R. 3948, by Mr. McFall. 
H.R. 4757, by Mr. Boland. 

Section 2 of the joint resolution provides for permanent residence 
for 10 persons, upon payment of the required visa fees. This section 
further provides for the deduction of appropriate quota numbers and 
for the posting of bonds in the cases of two persons. The beneficiaries 
were the subjects of the following bills: 

H.R. 1426, by Mr. Bosch. 
H.R. 1560, by Mr. Lipscomb. 


H.R. 1565, by Mr. McDonough. 

H.R. 1580, by Mr. Mailliard. 

H.R. 1581, by Mr. Mailliard. 

H.R. 1582, by Mr. Mailliard. 

H.R. 1654, by Mr. Rogers of Colorado. 
H.R. 1742, by Mr. Wilson. 


H.R. 2635, by Mr. Gavin. 

Section 3 of the joint resolution, as amended, authorizes the 
Attorney General to cancel deportation proceedings in three cases. 
This section also provides for the posting of bonds as surety that 
two of the beneficiaries will not become public charges. The bene- 
ficiaries were the subjects of the following individual bills: 

H.R. 1527, by Mr. Kilgore. 
H.R. 2061, by Mr. Dollinger. 
H.R. 4672, by Mr. McFall. 
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Section 4 of the joint resolution provides for permanent residence 
as of 1927 in the case of one person: No quota deduction has been 
included sincé the beneficiary is entitled to nonquota status. He 
was the subject of the following bill: 

H.R. 1489, by Mr. Hosmer. 

Section 5 of the joint resolution, as amended, provides for perma- 
nent residence for one person as of 1932, upon payment of the required 
visa fee. This section also provides for an appropriate quota deduc- 
tion. The beneficiary was the subject of the following bill: 

H.R. 2059, by Mr. Dollinger. 

The facts in each case are printed below in the order in which the 
names of the beneficiaries appear in House-Joint Resolution 322, as 
amended. 


H.R. 1397, by Mr. Baldwin—Jimmy Ines 


The beneficiary is a 20-year-old native and citizen of the Philippine 
Islands, who was admitted to the United States as a visitor in 1957 
and his status was subsequently changed to that of a student. He 
is presently attending Long Beach State College. His mother mar- 
ried a U.S. citizen in 1958, but because he was over the age of 18 at 
the time the marriage occurred, he is not eligible to nonquota status 
as the stepson of a U.S. citizen. He resides with his brother, a citizen 
of the United States and is supported by his mother and stepfather. 

The pertinent facts in this case are contained in a letter dated 
October 14, 1958, from the Commissioner of Immigration and Natural- 
ization to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding 
a bill then pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and 
accompanying memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., October 14, 1958. 
Hon. EMANvEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Cuarrman: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 13631) for the relief of Jimmy Ines, there is 
attached a memorandum of information concerning the beneficiary. 
This memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by the Los 
Angeles, Calif., office of this Service, which has custody of those files. 

he bill would confer nonquota status upon the 20-year-old stepson 
of a citizen of the United States. 

As a quota immigrant the beneficiary would be chargeable to the 
quota for the Philippine Islands. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner, 
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MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE JIMMY INES, BENEFI- 
CIARY OF H.R. 13631 


Jimmy Ines, a native and citizen of the Philippine Islands, 
was born on July 22, 1938. He is single. The beneficiary 
completed elementary and high schools and attended college 
for 1 year in his native country. He has attended Harbor 
Junior College, Wilmington, Calif., for three semesters and 
is currently enrolled as a student at Long Beach State Col- 
lege, Long Beach, Calif. He is not employed and has no in- 
come or assets. He is supported by his mother and step- 
father. Mr. Ines resides with his brother, a citizen of the 
United States, at 847 Hadler Street, Torrance, Calif. He 
also has one sister living in California. 

The beneficiary was admitted to the United States at 
Honolulu, T.H., on February 12, 1957, as a visitor for pleas- 
ure. His status was changed to that of a nonimmigrant 
student on May 7, 1957, and extensions have been author- 
ized until May 6, 1959. Although he has violated his status 
by manifesting an intention to remain permanently in this 
country, deportation proceedings will not be instituted as 
long as he continues to maintain a full course of study at an 
approved institution of learning. 

The beneficiary’s stepfather, Jose Dayoan Imperio, was 
born in the Philippine Islands on February 16, 1900. He be- 
came a citizen of the United States by naturalization on 
May 23, 1947. A former marriage was terminated by di- 
vorce January 15, 1947. He was married to the beneficiary’s 
mother on March 27, 1958. Her status was adjusted to that 
of a lawful permanent resident on July 30, 1958. They re- 
side at 609 Santa Clara Street, Vallejo, Calif. Mr. Imperio 
is a retired U.S. civil service employee and receives a pension 
of $235 a month. 


Mr. Baldwin, the author of H.R. 1397, appeared before a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support of 
his bill, as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I am appearing before the House Judiciary 
Committee to urge the passage of H.R. 1397, for the relief of 
Jimmy Ines. This bill would confer nonquota status upon 
the 20-year-old stepson of a citizen of the United States. 

The beneficiary was admitted to the United States at 
Honolulu on February 12, 1957, as a visitor for pleasure. 
His status was changed to that of a nonimmigrant student on 
May 7, 1957, and extensions have been authorized until 
May 6, 1959. He has attended Harbor Junior College, Wil- 
mington, Calif., for three semesters, and is currently enrolled 
as a student at Long Beach State College, Long Beach, 
Calif. He is supported by his mother and stepfather, Mr. 
and Mrs. Jose Dayoan Imperio, who reside at 609 Santa Clara 
Street, Vallejo, Calif. 

The beneficiary’s stepfather, Mr. Jose Dayoan Imperio, 
was born in the Philippine Islands on February 16, 1900. 
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He became a citizen of the United States by naturalization 
on May 23, 1947. He was married to the beneficiary’s 
mother on March 2 27,1958. Her status was adjusted to that 
of a lawful permanent resident on July 30, 1958. Mr. Im- 
perio is a retired U.S. Civil Service employ ee and receives 
a pension of $235 a month. 

This bill would reunite Jimmy Ines with his mother, and 
make it possible to live permanently in this country with her 
and with his stepfather. 

I hope very much that the Judiciary Committee will 
approve this bill. 


H.R. 3948, by Mr. McFall—Claudio Diaz ro) 

The beneficiary is a 56-year-old native and citizen of the Philippine 
Islands. He first entered the United States in April of 1927 when 
he was admitted for permanent residence as a national of this country, 
and has remained here continuously except for temporary absehces to 
visit in Mexico. His last entry into the United States was in 1955 
and deportation proceedings were instituted charging him with having 
become a public charge within 5 years after that last entry and that 
he was affiicted with tuberculosis. He was discharged from the Bret 
Harte Tuberculosis Sanatorium in California in July of 1956 as an 
arrested case. 

The facts in this case are contained in a letter from the Commissioner 
of Immigration and Naturalization to the chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary dated October 9, 1956, regarding a bill then pending 
for the relief of the same person. That letter and accompanying 
memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., October 9, 1956. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuarrMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 12345) for the relief of Claudio Diaz Torres, 
there is attached a memorandum of information concerning the bene- 
ficiary. This memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by the 
San Francisco, Calif., office of this Service, which has custody of 
those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fee. It would also 
direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. It appears that the bill is intended to grant the alien per- 
manent residence in the United States notwithstanding the fact that 
he has been found subject to deportation under section 241(a)(8) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act on the ground that he became 
a public ¢ harge within 5 years after entry, and under section 241 (a) (1) 
of the act on the ground that at the time of entry he was excludable 
under section 212(a) (6) as an alien afflicted with tuberculosis. 

The committee may wish to condition the lawful admission granted 
the beneficiary upon compliance with the necessary conditions and 
controls relative to tuberculosis in accordance with precedents estab- 
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lished in the 84th Congress. Such a prior condition would better 
enable this Service and the Surgeon General to safeguard the public 
health. 

It is noted that the alien was admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence as a national thereof not subject at that time to 
quota restrictions. The committee may wish to delete that portion 
of the bill which makes reference to these requirements, 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner, 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE CLAUDIO DIAZ TORRES, 
BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 12345 


Claudio Diaz Torres, a citizen of the Philippine Islands, 
was born on June 2, 1902, in Sebunga, Cebu, Philippine 
Islands. He is single and states that he has never married. 
He resides at the Palace Hotel on LaFayette Street, Stock- 
ton, Calif., but receives his mail at 204 East Sonora Street in 
Stockton. 

The beneficiary is a farm laborer and cannery worker by 
occupation. Beginning in about 1943 he has worked about 
2 months of each year as a laborer in the fish canneries 
in Alaska. During the remainder of each vear he has worked 
on various farms in the San Joaquin Valley of California. 
In July 1955 he sought employment as usual in Alaska 
through a company office in Seattle but was rejected when 
the company doctor found him to be afflicted with tubercu- 
losis. He was admitted to the Bret Harte Tuberculosis 
Sanatorium in Murphys, Calif., on August 4, 1955, and 
discharged therefrom on July 8, 1956, as an arrested case. 
He continues to receive injections twice each week at the 
San Joaquin County Hospital. Cost of his hospitalization 
and outpatient care and treatment totals $1,308 at present 
and the beneficiary has been unable to defray any of that 
expense. 

Mr. Torres states that he has never averaged more than 
$500 income annually from his employment since he came 
to the United States hence has never filed an income tax 
return. He has no assets or income and no family ties in the 
United States. Since his release from the sanatorium he has 
been supported by friends. His parents and six brothers 
reside in the Philippine Islands. 

The beneficiary first entered the United States on April 7, 
1927, for permanent residence as a national of this country. 
Since that entry he has resided here continuously except 
for temporary absences of short duration to Mexico to visit 
Alice Otero, a citizen of Mexico, whom he states is his 
common-law wife. She resides at Prolongation No. 2, 
Col. Linda Vista No. 16, Tijuana, B.C., Mexico. His last 
entry into the United States from Mexico occurred on June 
26, 1955. On February 1, 1956, deportation proceedings 
were instituted charging him with having become a public 
charge within 5 years after that last entry, and that he was 
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afflicted with tuberculosis at time of such entry. On April 
4, 1956, a special inquiry officer found him to be subject to 
deportation and granted him the privilege of voluntary 
departure with the alternative of deportation should he fail 
to depart voluntarily when required to do so. 


Mr. McFall, who appeared before a subcommittee of the Committee 
on the Judiciary and testified in support of his measure, supplied the 
committee with the following letter and statements: 


CoNGRESS OF THE UNITED SratTEs, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C., March 16, 1959. 
Hon. EMANveEt CELLER, 
Chairman, Judiciary Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C, 

Dear Mr. CuHartrMan: I appreciate the opportunity to submit the 
following statement in support of my bill, H.R. 3948, for the relief of 
Claudio Diaz Torres. 

The beneficiary is a 56-year-old native of the Philippines, who first 
entered the United States for permanent residence in 1927, and has 
resided here continuously since that time, except for seasonal employ- 
ment with a fishing fleet in Alaska and short trips to Mexico. After 
one such trip in 1955, the immigration authorities instituted deporta- 
tion proceedings against him, charging that he became a public 
charge within 5 years after that last entry, and that he was afflicted 
with tuberculosis at the time of entry. He is unmarried and resides in 
Stockton, Calif., where he is a farm laborer and cannery worker by 
occupation. 

Mr. Torres was subsequently hospitalized and treated at the Bret 
Harte Tuberculosis Sanatorium in California, and discharged as an 
arrested case on July 8, 1956. 

My bill, if enacted, would grant permanent residence to Mr. Torres 
under such conditions and controls as the Attorney General and the 
Surgeon General of the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare 
shall impose on a person afflicted with tuberculosis. 

I wish to call the committee’s attention to the fact that a U.S. 
Treasury bond in the amount of $500 has been deposited with the 
American Trust Co. by the Grand Lodge, Caballeros de Dimas-Alang, 
Inc., to insure that this man, if admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence, will not become a public charge. A receipt for 
this purchase was placed on file with the committee in April of 1957. 

A telegraphic communication received during the past week from 
the Grand Adviser of the above organization assures me that Mr. 
Torres is presently in good health, is steadily employed, and the afore- 
mentioned bond is still on deposit. For the committee’s examination 
and information, I am attaching hereto a letter containing the above 
information, together with three affidavits attesting to the good 
character of Mr. Torres, executed by persons whose judgment I 
respect. 

I believe the record will show that during his time in the United 
States, Mr. Torres has had a clean record, and that his technical 
violation of the immigration laws was unintentional, as he did not 
know that he had tuberculosis at the time of his visit to Mexico. 
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I therefore feel that he is worthy of your consideration as a future 
resident of the United States, and I respectfully request that this 
legislation be favorably reported. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoHN J. McFatt, 
Member of Congress, 





Granp LopGE OFrice, 
CABALLEROS DE Dimas-ALAna, INc., 
San Francisco, Calif., March 10, 1959, 
Re Torres relief bill. 
Congressman Joun J. McFatu, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. McF atu: This is to confirm the telegram which I sent 
to you tonight, in reply to yours of March 10. My telegram reads 
as follows: 

“Congressman JoHn J. McFAtt, 
“Flouse of Representatives, Washington, D.C.: 

“Re your telegram March 10, Torres is in good health, steadily 
employed, with good record in community. Government bond No, 
65153-C still deposited. We guarantee he will never become a public 
charge. I do not hesitate to assure committee that Torres will be 
an asset to this country, if allowed to stay here permanently. 

C. T. ALFAFARA, 
Grand Adviser, Caballeros de Dimas-Alang, Inc., of America, 
Alaska, and Hawaii.” 


Please accept our sincere appreciation for your keen interest in 
following up this relief bill for Mr. Torres. Filipino leaders in your 
district are awaiting, with anxiety, the result of this bill. 

Hoping for your success, I am, 

Yours respectfully, 
C.T. ALFAFARA, 


CaBALLEROS DE Drmas-ALANG, INC., 
Stockton, Calif., April 25, 1957. 
To the Judiciary Committee, U.S. Congress, Washington, D.C.: 

This is to certify that Mr. Claudio D. Torres has been a very good 
member of this organization since 1928. He is a man of good moral 
character. All the members of this organization have authorized me 
to certify that to our knowledge Mr. Torres has been a hard-working 
man in the asparagus field in San Joaquin Valley all the years that he 
has been a resident of Stockton, Calif. 

We honestly believe that Mr. Torres, if allowed to remain in the 
United States as a permanent resident, will be an asset rather than a 
liability to this country. 

[SEAL] JERRY Bactat, 

Worshipful Master, 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
County of San Francisco, ss: 

On this 26th day of April 1957 before me, Charles H. Tutt, a notary 

public in and for the city and county of San Francisco, State of 


~ 


__- * 
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California, residing therein, duly commissioned and sworn, personally 
appeared Jerry Bactat, known to me to be the person whose name is 
subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged to me that he 
executed the same. 

In witness where of I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my 
official seal in the city and county of San Francisco the day and year 
in this certificate first above written. 

[SEAL] Cuar.es H. Tort, 

Notary Public in and for the City and County of San Francisco, 
State of California. 


My commission expires July 29, 1957. 


Fitipr1no Community oF Stockton AND Victnirty, INc., 
Stockton, Calif., April 25, 1957. 
To the Judiciary Committee of the 85th Congress, 1st Session: 

This is to certify that we know Mr. Claudio Diaz Torres to be a 
permanent resident of Stockton, Calif., for many years. 

To our knowledge he is a man of good moral character. If he is 
allowed to resume his permanent residence in the United States, it 
will not be contrary to the general interest of this country. 

Sincerely yours, 
Evizapetu S. Miranpa, President. 

Attest: 

Dotores Corvute, Secretary. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 25th day of April 1957. 

[SEAL] Jost C. Mrranpba, 

Notary Public in and for the County of San Joaquin, State of 
California. 
My commission expires April 22, 1958, 





Stockton, Cauir., April 25, 1957. 
To the Judiciary Committee of the 85th Congress, 1st Session: 

I hereby certify that I know Mr. Claudio Diaz Torres since 1941. 

To my knowledge he is a man of good moral character. 

In signing this affidavit I am aware that the purpose is only to sup- 
port the bill No. H.R. 6867 which was presented by Congressman 
John J. McFall for the relief of Mr. Torres. 

It is my well-considered opinion that if Mr. Torres is allowed to 
resume his permanent residence in the United States it will not be 
contrary to the general interest of this country. 

Hoping that my opinion will be given serious consideration in your 
deliberation, I remain, 

Yours very respectfully, 
Macario D. Bautista, M.D. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 25th day of April 1957. 


[SEAL] José C. Mrranpa, 
Notary Public in and for the County of San Joaquin, State of 
California. 
My commission expires April 22, 1958. 


59018°—59 H. Rept., 86-1, vol. 8——-3"* 
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H.R. 4757, by Mr. Boland—Emily Elkas Batrie 


The beneficiary is a 50-year-old native of Syria who is stateless, 
She first entered the United States in 1913, accompanied by her 
parents, for permanent residence, and resided here until 1947 when 
she went to Canada to reside with her husband. She became a citizen 
of the United States in 1942 but lost that citizenship by residence 
abroad. She was last admitted to the United States as a visitor in 
1954 and resides with her mother, a U.S. citizen. She also has five 
brothers and a sister who are citizens and residents of the United 
States. Her only relative in Canada is her husband from whom she 
is separated. 

The pertinent facts in this case are contained in a letter dated 
March 20, 1959, from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturali- 
zation to the chairman of the Committee on the Judici ‘lary. That 
letter and accompanying memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., March 20, 1959. 
Hon. EmManvet CeEtter, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Cuarrman: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 4757) for the relief of Emily Elkas Batrie, 
there is attached a memorandum of information concerning the bene- 
ficiary. This memorandum has bee n pre pared from the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by the 
Boston, Mass., office of this Service, which has custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the alien the status of a permanent resident 
of the United States upon the payment of the required visa fee. It 
would also direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate 
quota for the first year that such quota is available. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for the United Arab 
Republic. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner, 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE EMILY ELKAS BATRIE, 
BENEFICIARY OF PRIVATE BILL H.R. 4757 


Emily Elkas Batrie, whose full name is Emily Mildred 
Elkas Batrie, a native of Syria, and now of the belief that 
she is stateless, was born on February 7, 1909, in Aleppo. 
Her only marriage was to George Batrie, a native of Syria 
and a citizen of Canada, in Springfield, Mass., on November 
29,1947. They have no children and have been living apart 
since October 1, 1954. She resides with her mother at 143 
Farnsworth Street, Springfield, Mass., and is employed as a 
sales clerk by the Forbes & Wallace Department Store in the 
same city at a salary of $38 per week. 

The beneficiary attended public schools for 9% years and 
evening school for 1 year in Massachusetts. Her assets 
consist of $4,000 in an institution for savings, a $4,000 equity 





RELIEF OF CERTAIN ALIENS 


in a home at Magog, Province of Quebec, Canada, valued at 


;, $12,000 and personal possessions. Her mother, five brothers, 
T and a sister reside in the United States and are all citizens of 
n this country. Her only relatives abroad are her husband 
n who resides at 169 Main Street, Magog, Province of Quebec, 
6 Canada, and a sister who also lives in Canada. Mrs. 
n Batrie claims that she has no intention of making any 
@ reconciliation with her husband and believes she will take 
d legal action to terminate her marriage. 
e The alien first entered the United States on December 12, 
1913, at Newport, Vt., at which time she was accompanied 
d by her parents and was admitted for permanent residence. 
I- She resided in the United States from 1913 until going to 
it Canada on December 1, 1947, to reside with her husband. 
She became a citizen of the United States, through naturaliza- 
tion, on March 27, 1942. After entering Canada on Decem- 
ber 1, 1947, she resided in that country continuously until 
October 8, 1954. The beneficiary last entered the United 
States on October 8, 1954, at which time she was admitted as 
a visitor for 4 or 5 weeks. At the time of her last entry, she 
was informed by a representative of this Service that she had 
+t lost her U.S. citizenship under section 404(c) of the National- 
; ity Act of 1940 because she had resided in Canada for a period 
. of more than 5 years. Although she was admitted as a 
. visitor at the time of her last entry to the Uuited States, she 
ms has admitted that it was her intention at that time to reside 
; permanently in this country. ri Fa SV 
it Deportation proceedings were instituted on July 25, 1955, 
It on the ground that at the time of entry she was an immigrant 
™ not in possession of appropriate documents. In her hearing 
the above charge was sustained and because she refused to 
b apply for the privilege of voluntary departure, an order was 


entered that she be deported. Her appeal to the Board of 
Immigration Appeals was dismissed on January 20, 1956, 
and a warrant of deportation was issued on February 1, 1956. 

The beneficiary was the beneficiary of H.R. 7196, 84th 
Congress and H.R. 1327, 85th Congress, which were not en- 
acted. 


11 


Mr. Boland, the author of this bill, appeared before a subcommittee 
of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support of H.R. 
4757 as follows: 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, Mrs. Batrie 
was originally a citizen of Syria and she became a naturalized 
citizen of the United States in 1942 at Springfield, Mass., 
where her family live. She was married to a citizen of Can- 
ada on December 1, 1947, and went to live in Canada on that 
date. During her residence in Canada she visited the United 
States once or twice a year, the visits lasting for about 2 weeks 
toamonth. She returned to the United States on October 8, 
1954, when she separated from her husband. 

Her entire family is in the United States and all are fine, 
upright, outstanding American citizens. I am submitting a 
letter which is signed by 5 of her brothers which tells of 
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her great assistance and help to their family of 10 during 
their earlier depression years. I believe this attached letter 
is self-explanatory, and I am including it for your further 
information. 

It is my sincere belief that this case has exceptional merit 
and I request your consideration of all the facts. Mrs. Batrie 
has no one in Canada except her husband from whom she has 
been separated since October 8, 1954. 


The letter referred to in Mr. Boland’s testimony reads as follows: 


EvxKas Bros., 
Springfield, Mass., January 17, 1956. 
Hon. Epwarp P. Bouanp, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Bowanp: I am indeed honored to know of you through 
friends of mine and yours, and very happy to acknowledge your help 
to my sister, Emily Batrie. It is of course of great importance to 
her and to us, her brothers, that the matter at hand may have a 
satisfactory conclusion. 

I am writing in the hope that I may help to lighten the hardship 
which is pressing her. We are five brothers and are, of course, all 
much concerned for her welfare. 

Two of us—myself and Andrew A. Elkas—are in business here in 
Springfield and we are happy to sponsor our sister, Emily. We are 
all very grateful to her, whom we remember from our younger days 
as helping to provide a living for the family. I know that you 
understand the situation in the depression years—Emily helped sup- 
port a family of 10—and now when she needs our help we want to 
assist her in every possible way. Our father passed away in the de- 
pression years, and I was just graduated from high school, and I 
remember well how Emily helped us in those years. 

Mr. Boland, Emily is truly a fine woman, and her hardship during 
her marriage which demanded that she live in Canada cannot be put 
into a few words. She is indeed sorry that she waited so long before 
coming here, but which unfortunately caused her to lose her citizen- 
ship. 

Emily came to this country with my mother in 1913 when she was 
4 years old, and truly this is her country. She has lost her marriage, 
but was indeed happy to know that she could be reinstated in time— 
again a citizen of the United States. However, your last letter which 
seemed unfavorable to her has placed her in a state of crying and 
worrying, but I assured her that you were doing everything possible 
for her and that the Government classification is not as bad as it 
seems. 

We know, Mr. Boland, that you are doing everything you can for 
Emily, but I am writing to see if we boys can do anything to assist 
you in your efforts as her sponsors. When four of us brothers were 
in the service Emily assisted in the maintenance of the home by doing 
war work. If it is possible to write her and ease her mind, such as 
a possible reclassification with our sponsorship, we will be grateful. 

She knows only the United States—particularly Springfield—-where 
we live and work in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. We want 
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her to continue to be here with us, and we, the undersigned, vouch 
for and will sponsor Emily Elkas Batrie. 
Sincerely yours, 

Haroip J. Exkas. 
ANpREW A. ELKas, 
Grorce M. Evxkas. 
Dewey A. Evxkas. 
Louis Exvkas. 

H.R. 1426, by Mr. Bosch—Eva Bromberger 

The beneficiary is a 49-year-old widow who is a native and citizen 
of Rumania. She was admitted to the United States as a visitor in 
1957 and resides with her aged widowed mother, a citizen of the 
United States. Her only other close relatives are a sister, brother- 
in-law, and half sister, all of whom are citizens and residents of the 
United States. 

The facts in this case are contained in a letter dated March 13, 
1958, from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a bill then 
pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and accompany- 
ing memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., March 18, 1958. 
Hon. EMANvuEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. CHatrMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 9764) for the relief of Eva Bromberger, 
there is attached a memorandum of information concerning the 
beneficiary. This memorandum has been prepared from the Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by 
the New York, N.Y., office of this Service, which has custody of those 
files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fee. It would also 
direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for Rumania. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner, 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE EVA BROMBERGER, 
BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 9764 


The beneficiary, Eva Bromberger, nee Biller, who was born 
on October 16, 1909, is a native and citizen of Rumania. She 
is a widow and resides at 308 East 80th Street, New York 
City, with her aged widowed mother, who is a naturalized 
citizen of the United States. The beneficiary is unemployed. 
She has no income of her own. Her assets consist of personal 
effects valued at $250. Her support is provided for by her 
brother-in-law and sister, August and Elizabeth Steuer. 
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The beneficiary has the equivalent of a high school education 
received in Rumania. Her only other close relative is a half- 
sister who is a resident and citizen of the United States. 

The beneficiary’s only entry into the United ae oc- 
curred at New York, N.Y., on November 24, 1957, at which 
time she was admitted as a visitor until F ebr ioe 93. 1958, 
As the beneficiary had manifested an intention prior to this 
date to remain in the United States permanently, she is 
regarded as no longer maintaining her nonimmigrant status, 
and consideration is being given to the institution of deporta- 
tion proceedings against her. 

August Steuer is a naturalized citizen of the United States, 
His wife, Elizabeth Steuer, nee Biller, was born on September 
6, 1907, in Philadelphia, Pa. She is a housewife. He is a 
newspaper publisher and has an income of $25,000 per annum, 
His assets total $100,000. He has assured this Service that if 
the beneficiary is admitted to the United States her support 
will be provided for until such time as she is employed and 
able to maintain herself. 


Mr. Bosch, the author of H.R. 1426, appeared before a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support of 


his bill, as follows: 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the parents 
of Eva Biller Bromberger, John and Katherine Biller, im- 
migrated to the United States in 1905. A daughter was born 
here on September 16, 1905. Mrs. Biller returned to 
Temeswar, Rumania, which at that time belonged to Hun- 
gary, where her daughter Eva was born. Mr. Biller was 
il in New York so she left the two girls, temporarily she 
thought, with the grandparents and returned to the United 
States alone. 

Several years later Mr. Biller died and when, after World 
War I, Mrs. Biller tried to get the girls back to the United 
States, she was informed that the Rumanian quota to which 
Eva was chargeable was exhausted for many years to come. 
The daughter “born in the United States, of course, was able 
to return immediately. 

Ever since that time, Mrs. Biller, her daughter, and her 
son-in-law have tried to get her to this country. They were 
unsuccessful mostly because Rumania did not give her per- 
mission to leave the country. 

Mrs. Bromberger’s sister and brother-in-law, Mr. and Mrs. 
August Steuer, went to Rumania in 1938 but were unable to 
see her due to the strict regulations. 

Mrs. Bromberger married in 1942 and became a widow in 
1952. Since 1952 the family in the United States has been 
endeavoring to secure her admission to this country. In 
1957, through a connection in Rumania, the state permitted 
her to leave the country, but this permission was good only 
for a few months. Mr. Steuer, the brother-in-law, wrote: 
“With the wonderful cooperation of the American consul in 
Bucharest, we were finally able to get her out on November 
22, 1957. Eva Bromberger lived with us for several weeks 
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at 35-50 85th Street, Jackson Heights, N.Y., and now lives 
with her mother at 308 East 80th Street, New York, N.Y.” 

Mrs. Biller is an American citizen and 70 years of age. 
The reunion with her daughter in 1957 was the fulfillment of 
her dreams and | believe that her forced departure from the 
United States now would be more than she could stand. 

In my opinion, Mrs. Bromberger would have been admitted 
to the United States years ago under our immigration laws 
had she not been stymied by her inability to secure an exit 
permit from Rumania. 


HARDSHIP 


If Mrs. Bromberger is forced to return to her native 
country, not only will it do untold harm to her mother, but 
it will mean that she goes behind the Iron Curtain, un- 
doubtedly for life. We will be forcing her back to a country 
governed by an ideology in which she doesn’t believe. Her 
efforts to remain in the United States will, no doubt, be used 
against. her—I think we all have a good idea as to what will 
probably happen to her. 


H.R. 1560, by Mr. Lipscomb—Mrs. Chi-Wen Liu (nee Hsu Dzoh- 
Tsung) 

The beneficiary is a 51-year-old native and citizen of China who was 
admitted to the United States as a visitor in 1956 accompanying her 
husband who was admitted for medical treatment. Her husband died 
in April of 1957 in the United States. The beneficiary has five chil- 
dren, four of whom are lawfully resident aliens. The other child is 
in the United States as a nonimmigrant. 

Certain facts in this case are contained in a letter dated August 28, 
1957, from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a bill then 
pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and accompany- 
ing memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., August 28,1957. 
Hon. EMANvEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuarrMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 7439) for the relief of Mrs. Chi-Wen Liu (nee 
Hsu Dzoh-Tsung), there is attached a memorandum of information 
concerning the beneficiary. ‘This memorandum has been prepared 
from the Immigration and Naturalization Service files relating to the 
beneficiary by the Los Angeles, Calif., office of this Service, which has 
custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fee. It would also 
direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for Chinese persons. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 
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MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE MRS. CHI-WEN LIU (NEE 
HSU DZOH-TSUNG), BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 7439 


Dzoh-Tsung Liu, nee Hsu, also known as Mrs. Chi-Wen 
Liu, @ native and citizen of China, was born on April 2, 1907, 
She is a widow. Her marriage to Chi-Wen Liu, a native and 
citizen of China, terminated by his death on April 13, 1957, 
She has five children, Hannah, age 27, and Samuel, age 25, 
who are permanent residents of the United States; Timothy, 
age 23, and Grace, age 11, who are nonimmigrant students in 
this country; and Irene, age 26, who was admitted as a 
student and is now an applicant for adjustment of status as a 
displaced person. Mrs. Liu lives with her son, Samuel, and 
daughter, Grace, at 1411 Maltman Ave., Los Angeles, Calif, 
Her father and adopted brother reside in Shanghai, China, 
Her mother is deceased. 

The beneficiary completed elementary and high schools in 
China. She is unemployed. Her assets consist of an equity 
of $8,000 in a four-unit rental property valued at $24,500, an 
automobile valued at $400, savings of $3,000, and jewelry 
worth $3,000. She receives rent of $165 a month from her 
property, and her son, Samuel, furnishes her $300 a month. 
Sanuel Liu is employed as a mechanical engineer at a salary 
of $9,000 a year. 

Mrs. Liu last entered the United States on May 17, 1956, at 
Honolulu, T.H., as a visitor accompanying her late husband, 
who came for medical treatment. Her status as a visitor 
has been extended to November 17, 1957. The beneficiary 
had previously visited in the United States from October 
1953 until July 1955. 


Additional information was submitted to the committee by the 
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization on February 24, 
1959. That letter reads as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., February 24, 1959. 
Hon. Emanvet CeELter, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuairMan: This refers to the report furnished by this 
Service to the committee on August 28, 1957, relative to Mrs. Chi- 
Wen Liu (nee Hsu Dzoh-Tsung), beneficiary of private bill H.R. 7439, 
85th Congress. Mrs. Liu is now the beneficiary of private bill H.R. 
1560, 86th Congress. 

Deportation proceedings were instituted against the beneficiary and, 
on July 26, 1957, she was ordered deported on the ground that she 
had failed to comply with the conditions of her admission as a@ non- 
immigrant visitor. 

Four of Mrs. Liu’s children are now lawful permanent residents of 
the United States. Her son Samuel, the first to obtain permanent 
resident status, will not have the required residence for naturalization 
eligibility before May 9, 1961. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


8 
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Mrs. Chi Wen Liu, lives with her son and daughter at 
1411 Maltman Street, Los Angeles, Calif. Mrs. Liu, recently 
a widow, was born on April 2, 1907, in Shanghai, China. On 
October 18, 1928, she married the late Chi Wen Liu, then 
mayor of Nanking, where they lived until 1930. The Liu’s 
had five children, all of whom are now in the United States. 
Four of Mrs. Liu’s children are permanent residents of the 
United States. 

In 1930-31, Mrs. Liu and her family lived. in Shanghai, 
where her husband was superintendent of the customs house. 
From 1931 to 1937 they lived in Canton, Kwantung Province, 
and Mr. Liu was the mayor of Canton for 5 years of this 

eriod. During the years 1937-49, Mr. Liu was Vice 
Ainister of the Audit Department of the National Govern- 
ment under President Chiang Kai Shek. For about a year 
in the early part of the Japanese invasion of China, Mrs. 
Liu took her four small children to safety in Hong Kong, 
during which time the National Government went to Chung- 
king and set up their headquarters. She and the children 
joined Mr. Liu later in Chungking where the family re- 
mained for 5 years, often in air-raid shelters until the termi- 
nation of World War II. After War II was over, Mr. Liu 
was again stationed in Nanking and he took the two eldest 
children with him. Mrs. Liu took the two youngest children 
with her to Canton, where she gave birth to their youngest 
child in 1946. Later they were all united in Nanking, 
until the Communists invaded the north. In 1948-49 they 
fled from the Communists to Canton where they remained 
until the Communists moving south made it imperative 
that they again flee to safety, this time to Hong Kong. 
During 1949-50 they were in Hong Kong as refugees. 

In October 1953, Mrs. Liu came to the United States under 
the status of a visitor to visit the children here, and especially 
because one of her daughters was sick in the hospital and 
was to have surgery. While she was here, Mr. Liu was 
assigned to a new post of duty in Formosa, where she joined 
him after her visit to America. During this assignment in 
Formosa, Mr. Liu was taken ill and given permission from 
Chiang Kai Shek to seek medical aid in the United States, 
Mr. and Mrs. Liu were given temporary visitor’s visas. 
They arrived in the United States May 17, 1956, at Hono- 
lulu. They were both granted extensions of their visitor’s 
visas for 6 months. Mr. Liu had to return to the hospital 
for more treatments and operations and passed away on 
April 13, 1957. 

At the time Mrs. Liu last entered the United States, she 
expected to return with her husband to Formosa, but she 
has been left a widow here. She has no relatives or home 
to go back to in Formosa, and since her late husband was 
affiliated with the National Chinese Government and a very 
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Mr. Lipscomb, the author of H.R. 1560, appeared before a sub- 
committee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support 
of his bill, as follows: 
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strong opposer of communism, her life would be endangered 
while the mainland of China is under Communist rule. 

The beneficiary completed elementary and high schools 
in China. She is unemployed. Her assets consist of an 
equity of $8,000 in a 4-unit rental property valued at 
$24,500; an automobile valued at $400; savings of $3,000; 
and jewelry worth $3,000. She receives rent of $165 a 
month from her property, and her son, Samuel, furnishes 
her $300 a month. Samuel Liu is employed as a mechanical 
engineer at a salary of $9,000 a year. 


H.R. 1565, by Mr. McDonough—Mrs. Soledad C. Upton and Withel- 
mina C. Brady 

The beneficiaries are a 47-year-old widow and her 24-year-old 
daughter who are natives and citizens of the Philippines. They were 
admitted to the United States as visitors in 1956. The senior bene- 
ficiary was married to a member of the U.S. Armed Forces 
who died as a prisoner of war in 1942. The younger beneficiary is 
her daughter by a previous marriage. The beneficiaries are supported 
by a pension from the Veterans’ Administration and from national 
service life insurance. 

The facts in this case are contained in letters dated August 28, 1957, 
and February 24, 1959, from the Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which reads as follows: 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., August 28, 1957. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuarrMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 5716) for the relief of Mrs. Soledad C. Upton 
and Wilhelmina C. Brady, there is attached a memorandum of infor- 
mation concerning the beneficiaries. This memorandum has been 
prepared from the Immigration and Naturalization Service files re- 
lating to the beneficiaries by the Los Angeles, Calif., office of this 
Service, which has custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiaries permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fees. It would also 
direct that two numbers be deducted from the appropriate immigra- 
tion quota. 

The beneficiaries are chargeable to the quota for the Philippine 
Islands. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 
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MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZA- 
TION SERVICES FILES RE MRS. SOLEDAD C. UPTON AND WILHELMINA 
C. BRADY, BENEFICIARIES OF H.R. 5716 


Mrs. Soledad C. Upton, nee Camacho, a native and citizen of the 
Philippine Islands, was born on December 13, 1912. She is a widow. 
She was married to William C. Brady, a native of England, during 
April 1933. He died on April 30, 1935, in Manila, Philippine Islands. 
She was married on October 18, 1941, to M. Sgt. Max S. Upton, a 
native and citizen of the United States. He died on July 20, 1942, 
at Cabanatuan, Nueva Ecija, Philippine Islands while a prisoner of 
war. The only child of Mrs. Upton, Wilhelmina Catherine Brady, 
the issue of her first marriage, was born at Manila, Philippine Islands, 
on May 2, 1935, and is a citizen of that country. 'She is single. Mrs. 
Upton has three sisters living in the Philippine Islands. Her parents 
are deceased. 

The beneficiaries entered the United States at Honolulu, T.H., on 
April 15, 1956, and were admitted as visitors for pleasure for 3 months. 
Mrs. Upton’s status as a visitor was extended until April 14, 1957. 
Miss Brady has received extensions to July 17, 1957. They are 
residing at 1737 South Berendo Street, Los Angeles, Calif. The 
beneficiaries are unemployed and are supported by a pension of $139 
a month from the Veterans’ Administration and $20 a month from 
national service life insurance received by Mrs. Upton on account of 
her deceased husband who was a member of the U.S. Army. They 
have assets consisting of savings in the amount of $1,000. Mrs. 
Upton attended sc chool for 9 years in the Philippine Islands and was 
employed there as a dressmaker. Her daughter completed high school 
and attended college for 3 years in her native co untry a and was em- 


ployed as an advertising solicitor prior to her entry into the United 
States. 





DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., February 24, 1959. 
Hon. EManvet CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. Cuatrman: This refers to the report furnished to the 
committee on August 28, 1957, relative to H.R. 5716, 85th Congress, 
regarding Soledad C. Upton and Wilhelmina C. Brady, who are now 
the beneficiaries of H.R. 1565, 86th Congress. 

Deportation proceedings were instituted against the beneficiaries 
and on July 31, 1957, they were ordered deported on the ground that 
they had remained in the United States for a longer time than per- 
mitted as nonimmigrants. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 
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Mr. McDonough, the author of H.R. 1565, appeared before a sub. 
committee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support 
of his bill, as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I introduced H.R. 1565 for the relief of Mrs. 
Soledad C. Upton and her daughter, Wilhelmina C. Brady, 
who entered the United States in 1956 and are now residing 
in Los Angeles, Calif. According to the report of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, they are self- 
supporting. 

Mrs. Upton was married to William C. Brady, a native of 
England, who served in the U.S. Army from 1898 to 1901 at 
which time he was honorably discharged in the Philippine 
Islands, as a corporal. 

Mr. Brady died in 1935 just before the birth of his 
daughter, Wilhelmina, and Mrs. Upton believed her husband 
had become an American citizen. as he enlisted in the Army 
in Philadelphia, Pa., and she assumed her daughter was an 
American citizen. Later, however, no record could be found 
to establish citizenship for Mr. Brady. 

Mrs. Upton was married again in 1941 to M. Sgt. Max S., 
Upton, an American citizen. Adoption papers were to be 
filed by Mr. Upton to make Wilhelmina his legal daughter, 
but during World War II the lawyer handling this matter 
was killed, and no adoption papers could be located. 

During World War II, Wilhelmina Brady was held to be 
an American citizen, and was interned in a Japanese concen- 
tration camp in Manila in 1942. 

I have for the information of this committee several docu- 
ments relating to this case which I submit herewith. 

One of these is a photostat of a report from the Military 
Personnel Records Center of the Department of the Army 
stating that Max S. Upton, Jr., on December 8, 1941, 
designated his beneficiaries for the Department of the Army 
as Mrs. Max S. Upton, Jr., and Wilhelmina Catherine 
Upton, child. 

From the facts as presented in this case, I believe it is 
clear that Wilhelmina C. Brady, daughter of a veteran of the 
U.S. Army who served during the Spanish-American War, 
should be permitted to remain in the United States as a 
permanent resident, and obtain the American citizenship to 
which she may in fact already be entitled, if, as her mother 
believes, William C. Brady was a citizen of the country 
which he fought to defend. In addition, during World 
War II, she accepted internment in a Japanese prison camp 
because she was considered to be an American citizen. 

Mrs. Upton, the mother of Wilhelmina Brady, is the widow 
of two veterans of service in the U.S. Army, and Mr. Upton 
died while a Japanese prisoner of war. 

I sincerely request favorable consideration of H.R. 1565 
which will permit Mrs. Upton and her daughter, Miss Brady, 
to remain in the United States as permanent residents 
together as a family. 
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H.R. 1580, by Mr. Mailliard—Mary Ray 


The beneficiary is a 63-year-old native of the Philippines, a British 
subject, who ac quired U.S. citizenship through marriage to a native- 
born citizen of the United States who died in 1931. She was admitted 
to the United States as a citizen in 1951 on a passport issued to her 
erroneously in the Philippines. She resides with and is supported by 
one of her two U.S.-citizen brothers, Her son by adoption in 1945 is 
also a citizen and resident of the United States. 

The facts in this case are contained in a letter dated June 25, 1957, 
from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a bill then 
pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and accompany- 
ing memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., June 25, 1957. 
Hon. EmManuet CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Cuarrman: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 4052) for the relief of Mary Ray, there is 
attached a memorandum of information concerning the beneficiary. 
This memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by the San 
Francisco, Calif., office of this Service, which has custody of those 
files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fee. It would also 
direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for the Philippines. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 

Enclosure. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE MARY RAY, BENEFICI- 
ARY OF H.R. 4052 


Mary Ray, nee Porter, who was born on May 1, 1896, 
at Cadiz, Negros Occidental, in the Philippines, was a British 
subject at birth as her father was then a national of Great 
Britain. She acquired U.S. citizenship through her marriage 
to Frank Ray, a native-born citizen of the United States, in 
the Philippines on May 1, 1918. Mr. Ray died in 1931. 
They had no children. The beneficiary adopted a son in the 
Philippines in 1945. She lives at 739 12th Avenue in San 
Francisco, Calif. 

Mrs. Ray is not employed. She attended a private school 
for about 6 years at Iloilo in the Philippines. She receives 
an income of about $30 to $50 annually from a small farm 
she owns in the Philippines. She resides with and is sup- 
ported by her brother, Emil J. Porter, who is employed as a 
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bookkeeper at a monthly salary of $400. Her other brother, 
Douglas Porter, lives in Port Angeles, Wash. Her adopted 
son, Fred Ray, an honorably discharged veteran of the U.S. 
Navy who lives in Genoa, IIl., is employed as an engineer 
by the General Electric Co. Her brothers and her adopted 
son are U.S. citizens. 

The beneficiary lived in the Philippines from birth until 
1933. She then went to Hong Kong, British Crown Colony, 
where she resided until 1939. During that time she visited 
in the Philippines each year. She returned to the Philip- 
pines in 1939 and remained there until April 1947. She then 
went to Hong Kong, where she remained until June 1950, 
except for visits of about a month’s duration in May 1949 
to Bangkok in Siam, and in September 1949 to Manila in 
the Philippines. 

Mrs. Ray applied for a U.S. passport at the office of the 
American consul in Bangkok, Thailand, on November 14, 
1950. It was then determined that she had expatriated her- 
self by residing continuously for 3 years in the territory of 
a foreign state of which she was formerly a national. She 
was thereafter erroneously issued a U.S. passport on Febru- 
ary 23, 1951, by the American consul in Manila in the 
Philippines. 

The beneficiary entered the United States at San Pedro, 
Calif., June 27, 1951, on a ship of the American Transport 
Lines and was admitted as a U.S. citizen. Deportation pro- 
ceedings were instituted against her on March 14, 1956, on 
the ground that at the time of entry she was an immigrant 
not in possession of a valid immigrant visa. A special inquiry 
officer on June 26, 1956, granted her the privilege of volun- 
tary departure, with the alternative of deportation should 
she fail to avail herself of that privilege. Her appeal was 
dismissed by the Board of Immigration Appeals on Novem- 
ber 14, 1956. 


Mr. Mailliard, the author of H.R. 1580, appeared before a sub- 
committee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support 
of his bill, as follows: 


Mary Ray, born May 1, 1896, a British subject in the 
Philippines, acquired U.S. citizenship through marriage on 
May 1, 1918, to Frank Ray, a native-born U.S. citizen. Mr. 
Ray died in 1931. 

Mrs. Ray was expatriated under provisions of section 404- 
B of the Nationality Act of 1940 when she resided from April 
1957 through June 1950 in Hong Kong (territory of the 
foreign state of which she was formerly a national). 

While the Board of Immigrant Appeals decision, dated 
November 14, 1956, states that the evidence established 
that Mrs. Ray’s two visits to Siam and the Philippines, 
during the April 1957-June 1950 period, were transient in 
nature for the avowed purpose of retaining citizenship, no 
evidence was found establishing a principal dwelling place 
in either Siam or Manila so as to terminate the continuity of 
her residence in Hong Kong. Because of this point, Mrs. 








RELIEF OF CERTAIN ALIENS 23 


Ray lost her citizenship subsequent to having been issued a 
U.S. passport (later considered an error) by the American 
consul in Manila in the Philippines allowing her to enter the 
U.S. on June 27, 1951. 

Here we have the case of a 62-year-old widow whose only 
relatives are two brothers, one of whom provides support for 
her, and an adopted son, an honorably discharged veteran of 
the U.S. Navy. Her brothers and her adopted son are U.S. 
citizens. Because of the humanitarian aspects of this case, 
I have introduced a bill which would grant permanent resi- 
dence to Mrs. Ray. The beneficiary is chargeable to the 
quota for the Philippines. 


H.R. 1581, by Mr. Mailliard—Eduardo Mausisa 


The beneficiary is an 18-year-old native and citizen of the Philip- 
pines. He was admitted to the United States as a visitor in 1952, 
accompanied by his mother who is now a lawfully resident alien in the 
United States. His three sisters are U.S. citizens, one brother, one of 
the beneficiaries of H.R. 1581, is now married to a U.S. citizen and is 
aree his status administratively. His deceased father served in 
the U.S. Navy for 30 years and was naturalized in 1946. 

Certain facts in this case are contained in a letter dated August 23, 

1957, from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a bill then 
pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and accom- 
panying memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., August 23, 1957. 
Hon. EMANvEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Deak Mr. Cuairman: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 6351) for the relief of Rosa Roaque Mausisa, 
Inocencio Mausisa, and Eduardo Mausisa, there is attached a memo- 
randum of information concerning the beneficiaries. This memoran- 
dum has been prepared from the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service files relating to the beneficiaries by the San Francisco, Calif., 
office of this Service, which has custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiaries permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fees. It would also 
direct that three numbers be deducted from the appropriate immigra- 
tion quota. 

The beneficiaries are chargeable to the quota for the Philippines. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 
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MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE ROSA ROAQUE MAUSISA, 
INOCENCIO MAUSISA, AND EDUARDO MAUSISA, BENEFI- 
CIARIES OF H.R. 6351 


Rosa Roaque Mausisa, and her sons Inocencio Mausisa 
and Eduardo Mausisa, were born August 30, 1910, Septem- 
ber 19, 1938, and Se ptember 26, 1940, respectively in the 
Philippines. All are citizens of that country. Mrs, 
Mausisa’s former husband, who became a naturalized U.S. 
citizen on July 3, 1946, died on January 4, 1951. He was 
retired from the U.S. Navy upon completion of 30 years of 
service on September 7, 1946. 

Mrs. Mausisa and her husband had six children: Marcelo, 
29 years of age, who is a citizen of the Philippines; Corazon, 
25, who is a U.S. citizen; Inocencio, 18, the older beneficiary: 
Eduardo, 16, the younger beneficiary; and Irma, 10, and 
Rebecca, 7, both of whom are U.S. citizens. Mrs. Mausisa 
and her five younger children, including her married daughter, 
Corazon, live at 1542 Waller Street in San Francisco, Calif, 
Her oldest child lives in the Philippines. 

Mrs. Mausisa completed 8 years of school in the Philippines 
and has had some training as a dressmaker. Inocencio, who 
is attending the City College of San Francisco, receives an 
education allowance as an orphan of $110 monthly from the 
Veterans’ Administration. Eduardo is a student at Poly- 
technical High School in San Francisco. Mrs. Mausisa is 
employed as a laundry worker at a weekly salary of $47 by 
a hotel in San Francisco. She also receives a widow’s 
pension of $208 monthly from the U.S. Navy. She supports 
all of her children who live in the United States, with the 
exception of her daughter Corazon. Mrs. Mausisa’s assets 
consist of an equity of $2,000 in an apartment house she 
agreed to purchase for $19,500, furniture valued at $1,500 
on which she owes $300, and a savings account of $870. 
She has one brother who lives in the United States. Her 
half brother and half sister reside in the Philippines. Her 
parents are deceased. 

Rosa Roaque Mausisa was previously in the United States 
from July 1928 until December 1934. She last arrived in 
the United States with Inocencio and Eduardo at San 
Francisco, Calif., on November 27, 1952. They were ad- 
mitted as temporary visitors for a period of 6 months. 
Mrs. Mausisa was granted extensions of stay until November 
26, 1955. The status of Inocencio and Eduardo was 
changed to that of students on July 1, 1953, and they were 
thereafter granted extensions of stay until November 26, 
1957, and November 26, 1956, respectively. 

The privilege of preexamination was authorized for Mrs. 
Mausisa on December 27, 1955. The U.S. consulate 
general in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada, advised 
her on November 9, 1956, however, that the second-preference 
category of the quota to which she was chargeable was 
oversubscribed and that she could not be registered on the 
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quota number waiting list nor could her case be processed as 
long as she remained in the United States. 

The institution of deportation proceedings against the 
beneficiaries has been deferred because of the humanitarian 
factors present in their cases. 


An additional report dated December 1, 1958, reads as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., December 1, 1958. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, ; 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatwes, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuatrMan: This refers to H.R. 6351,.85th Congress, in 
behalf of Rosa Roaque Mausisa, Inocencio Mausisa, and Eduardo 
Mausisa. 

Mrs. Mausisa was admitted to the United States for permanent 
residence at Blaine, Wash., on November 10, 1958. This is, for her, 
the same relief which the bill, if enacted, would provide. There 
appears to be no administrative relief for Inocencio and Eduardo 
Mausisa at this time. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


At the hearing on H.R. 1581, a representative of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service advised the committee that Inocencio 
Mausiso had married a U.S. citizen and that his status could be 
adjusted administratively. 

Mr. Mailliard, who appeared before a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and testified in support of his bill, submitted 
the following statement recommending favorable consideration of this 
legislation: 

The beneficiaries were born September 19, 1938, and Sep- 
tember 26, 1940, respectively, in the Philippines and are 
citizens of that country. Their father became a naturalized 
U.S. citizen on July 3, 1946, and died on January 4, 1951. 

He was retired from the U.S. Navy upon completion of 30 
years of service on September 7, 1946. 

Both Inocencio and Eduardo Mausisa were admitted to the 

United States as temporary visitors for a period of 6 months 
on November 27, 1952, and the status was changed to that of 
students on July 1, 1953. They were thereafter granted ex- 
tensions of stay until November 26, 1957, and November 26, 
1956, respectively. Admitted with them at the same time 
as a temporary visitor was their mother, Rosa Roaque Mau- 
sisa, who came to this country to care for her oldest daughter, 
a U.S. citizen who was ill at the time. Mrs. Mausisa and 
five of her children, three of whom are U.S. citizens, now 
live in San Francisco. My bill would allow the family to 
remain together by granting permanent residence to the two 
children who are not US. citizens. 

In the 85th Congress I introduced H.R. 6351 for the relief 
of Rosa Roaque Mausisa and Inocencio and Eduardo 
Mausisa, and was advised by the chairman of the Judiciary 
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Committee on January 28, 1958, that it appeared that Mrs, 
Mausisa was eligible for nonquota status in the issuance of an 
immigrant visa under the provisions of section 12 of Public 
Law 315, 85th Congress, and upon admission to the United 
States as a lawful resident she could confer third-preference 
status on her minor children, also beneficiaries of the bill. 
Since it appeared that legislative action in this case was 
unnecessary, my bill was deleted from the docket of bills to 
be heard by your subcommittee. The problem in this case is 
that Mrs. Mausisa was not admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence until November 10, 1958, at which time 
no administrative remedy was available to her minor sons as 
the Philippine quota was then oversubscribed. I respect- 
fully request approval of my bill which would effect a favor- 
able outcome in a matter that was expected to be accom- 
plished through administrative remedy, but because of an 
unexpected time factor, was not possible. 
H.R. 1582, by Mr. Mailliard—Francisca Mortell Grepo 

The beneficiary is a 28-year-old native and citizen of the Philippine 
Islands who was admitted to the United States in 1951 as a visitor 
for medical treatment for tuberculosis. Her father is retired on full 
disability from the U.S. Army, after 24 years of service. She resides 
with her parents, U.S. citizens, four sisters and a brother in California. 
In three operations the beneficiary suffered the loss of seven ribs and 
while she is clear of tuberculosis she must report every 6 months for 
observation. 

The facts in this case are contained in a letter dated May 27, 1958, 
from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a bill then 
pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and accompany- 
ing memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., May 27, 1958. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuatrMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 11493) for the relief of Francisca Mortell 
Grepo, there is attached a memorandum of information concerning 
the beneficiary. This memorandum has been prepared from the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service files relating to the bene- 
ficiary by the San Francisco, Calif., office of this Service, which has 
custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fee. It would also 
direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for the Philippines. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 
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MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SFRVICE FILES RE FRANCISCA MORTELL 
GREPO, BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 11493 


The beneficiary was born on August 21, 1930, at Pasay 
City, Rizal, Philippine Islands. She resides with her par- 
ents, four sisters, and a brother at 258 Victoria Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. She is a high school graduate, single, and 
unemployed because of her physical condition. She has no 
assets and is entirely supported by her parents. 

The beneficiary was admitted to the United States at San 
Francisco on September 21, 1951, under the ninth proviso 
to section 13 of the Immigration Act of 1917 as a temporary 
visitor for 6 months of treatment of tuberculosis. She en- 
tered the Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Denver, Colo., on 
September 27, 1951. She was hospitalized there until Au- 
gust 1953, then moved to San Francisco, Calif., where she 
has been under periodic observation at the Letterman Army 
Hospital at the Presidio. She received 12 extensions of her 
temporary stay until, following receipt of information from 
the hospital that she could travel to the Philippines, she 
was denied further extension on March 11, 1958, and given 
until April 16, 1958, within which to depart. She did not 
depart. 

in he beneficiary’s father, Simeon Grepo, was born on April 
21, 1903, at Cavite in the Philippines. He is a specialist 
first class in the U.S. Army, has 24 years of military service 
and will retire on October 24, 1958. He is a US. citizen 
through naturalization on November 14, 1946. His wife, 
Consuelo Grepo, was born on September 3, 1911, in the 
Philippines and is a U.S. citizen through naturalization at 
San Francisco, Calif., on August 13, 1957. She is a clerk- 
typist at Fort Mason in San Francisco. Their combined 
income approximates $500 monthly. Their assets include 
a home valued at $12,500 and a 1957 automobile which are 
being purchased on time. 

The beneficiary in three operations suffered the loss of 
seven ribs. Her last medical report on March 28, 1958, 
shows she is clear of tuberculosis but must report every 6 
months for observation. She is able to perform only light 
housework for brief periods. All of her immediate family 
live in the United States. In the Philippines the beneficiary 
has a grandmother, 70 years of age, who is ill, six uncles, and 
seven aunts, all of whom are married, have large families 
and cannot support her. Were she to return to the Philip- 
pines she would continue to be entirely dependent upon her 
parents for support. Further action to enforce the benefi- 
ciary’s departure from the United States is not contemplated 
at this time. 
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An up-to-date report on this legislation reads as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., March 18, 1959, 
Hon. EMANvEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Cuarrman: This refers to H.R. 1582, 86th Congress 
in behalf of Francisca Mortell Grepo, who was also the beneficiary 
of H.R. 11493 in the 85th Congress. 

Since submitting our report of May 27, 1958, the beneficiary's 
father was discharged from the U.S. Army on full disability and 
receives a pension of $217 monthly. The beneficiary’s mother was 
hospitalized 12 days for a heart attack beginning December 26, 1958, 
She has resumed her employment at Fort Mason, San Francisco, 


Calif. 


ficiary 


Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


Mr. Mailliard, the author of H.R. 1582, appeared before a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support of 
his bill, as follows: 


The beneficiary was bora on August 21, 1930, in the Philip- 
pines and now resides with her parents, four sisters, and a 
brother in San Francisco. She was admitted to the United 
States on September 1, 1951, as a temporary visitor for 6 
months for treatment of tuberculosis, and received further 
extensions until March 11, 1958. A medical report of 
March 28, 1958, shows she is now clear of tuberculosis, but 
must report every 6 months for observation. She is unem- 
ployed because of her physical condition. 

The beneficiary’s father retired last October from the 
U.S. Army, and her mother, both naturalized U.S. citizens, 
are her sole support. In the Philippines the beneficiary has 
various relatives, none of whom can support her. 

Further action to enforce the beneficiary’s departure from 
the United States is not contemplated by the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. I have introduced this bill to 
satisfactorily resolve the situation. 


H.R. 1654, by Mr. Rogers of Colorado—Ella Mathez 


The beneficiary is a 58-year-old native of Hungary and a national 
of Switzerland. On May 17, 1950, she applied for admission to the 
United States as a permanent resident upon presentation of a visa 
issued to her in Switzerland under which she was charged to the Swiss 
quota. She was denied admission on the ground that she was not 
accompanying or following to join her Swiss spouse. That marriage 
was terminated by divorce in Switzerland on June 11, 1951. The 
beneficiary’s only close relative is a sister who resides in New York. 

The pertinent facts in this case are contained in a letter dated July 
2, 1958, from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary regarding a bill then 
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pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and accompany- 
ing memorandum reed as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., July 2, 1958. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. Cuarrman: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 12472) for the relief of Ella Mathez, there is 
attached a memorandum of information, concerning the beneficiary. 
This memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by ‘the Denver, 
Colo., office of this Service, which has custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States as of the date of its enactment upon payment of the 
required visa fee. It would also direct that one number be deducted 
from the appropriate immigration quota. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for Hungary. 

Sincerely, 
J. W. Swine, Commissioner. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE ELLA MATHEZ, BENE- 
FICIARY OF H.R. 12472 


The beneficiary, Ella Mathez, also known as Ella Pataki, 
formerly Ella Kutase, a native of Hungary, and a national of 
Switzerland, was born on March 22,1901. Her first husband, 
Oscar Kutase, a native and citizen of Hungary, was killed by 
the Germans in 1944 in his native country. Her marriage on 
June 28, 1949, to Serge Mathez, a Swiss citizen, was termi- 
nated in Switzerland on June 11, 1951, by divorce. The 
beneficiary presently resides in Denver, 'Colo. She has no 
children and no one is dependent upon her for support. 
Her only close relative is a sister, who resides in New York 
City. 

Mrs. Mathez completed high school and a 1-year com- 
mercial course in her native country. She was engaged as 
a secretary for 4 years and as a bank cashier for 10 years in 
Budapest, Hungary. Prior to coming to Colorado in 1953, 
she was self- employ ed in an antique repair business and was 
briefly employed as a domestic and as a secretary, all in 
New York City. She is presently employed by various 
employers in Denver on a part-time basis as a seamstress, 
governess, and baby sitter. Her annual income from such 
employment is approximately $500. She also receives 
about $1,500 a year from the rental of rooms in her home. 
Her assets, including a house and lot in Aspen, Colo., and 
personal property and effects, total approximately $ $10 ,000. 

The Colorado Council of Churches at Denver, Colo., has 
been interested in the beneficiary’s case during the past ‘year 
and has furnished her financial assistance to the extent of $70 
in addition to whatever counseling they could give her. 
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Rev. Edward L. Whittemore, in his official capacity as 
executive secretary of that organization, was instrumental 
in initiating the legislation on her behalf. 

The beneficiary ‘arrived in the United States at New York, 
N.Y., on May 17, 1950, at which time she applied for perma- 
nent residence, upon the presentation of a valid Swiss pass- 
port and a quota immigration visa, charged against the Swiss 
quota. She was excluded by a board of special inquiry on 
the ground that she was not of the nationality specified in 
the visa and not entitled to enter the United States with a 
visa issued under the Swiss quota, inasmuch as she was not 
accompanying, or coming to join, her Swiss spouse. Her 
appeal from that decision was dismissed on June 3, 1953, 
following a series of orders and reopened hearings, and the 
beneficiary has since remained in the United States in a 
parole status. Her Swiss passport was recently revalidated 
- June 2, 1959, by the consul of Switzerland at St. Louis, 
Mo. 


Mr. Rogers of Colorado appeared before a subcommittee of the 
Committee on the Judiciary and recommended the favorable con- 
sideration of his bill. Mr. Rogers also supplied the committee with 
the following information in support of the measure: 


Georce S. Carrer, AtrorNgey at Law 


Denver, Coto., April 26, 1958. 
Re Ella Mathez nee Pataki, Immigration and Naturalization Service, 
A-7491334. 
Hon. Byron G. Rocers, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear ConcressMAN Rocers: I would like to solicit your 
assistance in my attempt to help a very deserving lady in her efforts 
to legalize her stay in the United States. 

Mrs. Mathez arrived in New York on May 17, 1950. She was then 
in possession of a valid Swiss passport and an immigration visa issued 
under the Swiss quota. Although she was born in Hungary she 
qualified for the Swiss quota because of her marriage to a Swiss 
citizen 1 year earlier, section 12(a) of the Immigration Act of 1924 
providing in part that “if a wife is of a different nationality from her 
alien husband and the entire number of immigration visas which may 
be issued to quota immigrants of her nationality has already been 
issued, her nationality may be determined by the country of birth 
of her husband if she is accompanying him and he is entitled to an 
immigration visa * * *,” 

Unfortunately, her husband decided at the last minute not to accom- 

any her to the United States because of pressing family estate prob- 
feed Upon her arrival Mrs. Mathez was excluded because ‘‘not of 
nationality specified in the immigration visa” (sec. 13(a)(2) of the 
same act). 

The Board of Immigration Appeals ordered on September 8, 1950, 
that Mrs. Mathez be admitted to the United States “under the provi- 
sions of section 13(d) of the Immigration Act of 1924, provided the 
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Department of State should find it practicable to reduce the current 
quota of Hungary by one, pursuant to the provisions of section 13(e) 
of the Immigration Act of 1924.” However, the Department of 
State declined to act in accordance with the Board’s decision for the 
reason that “it appeared that there was an indication that the subject 
had not acted in good faith and the possibility that the Department 
might consider that she obtained an immigration visa through acts 
constituting fraud.’ (Emphasis added.] 

Ace ordingly, on August 8, 1951, the Board entered an order with- 
drawing its order of September 8, 1950, and further ordering that the 
hearing before the board of spec ial i inquiry be reopened for the purpose 
of receiving new material evidence. That order was complied with 
and the case again came before the Board, and on June 3, 1953, the 
Board entered an order that the appeal from the decision of the board 
of special inquiry be dismissed. The matter was again before the 
Board of Immigration Appeals on December 14, 1955, on a motion 
for reopening and rehearing to receive new material evidence. How- 
ever, the Board declined to reopen the case. 

I have just recently taken over this case at the request of the 
Colorado Council of Churches, our agreement being that the council 
will be responsible for actual out-of-pocket expenses and I shall donate 
my services free of charge. 

Mrs. Mathez is a victim of Nazi persecution and has lost her whole 
family except for a sister who lives in New York City. The violation 
with which the State Department accuses her was merely a technical 
one because she has good evidence to show that her husband did 
intend to follow her to the United States but changed his mind for 
financial reasons. On June 11, 1951, he obtained a divorce from her 
in Switzerland. 

Ever since she came to this country in May 1950, Mrs. Mathez has 
been living in great misery and uncertainty about her future. A few 
days ago I had a conference with Mr. Clingan and Mr. Chandler, of 
the Immigration Service in Denver, and both view Mrs. Mathez’s 
problem with great sympathy. They cannot help her, however, 
because the State De partment is very unlikely to change its mind as 
far as issuing a visa is concerned. 

Since no discretion: iry relief is available to her, it is our respectful 
request that you sponsor a private bill in favor of Mrs. Mathez, 
declaring that she entered the United States on May 17, 1950, legally 
for permanent residence. 

Your help in this case will be very greatly appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 
Grorce S. Carter. 
H.R. 1742, by Mr. Wilson—Karl Johan Sell 

The beneficiary is a 26-year-old native and citizen of the Philippine 
Islands, who is an enlisted member of the U.S. Navy stationed in 
California. The beneficiary, who has served two tours of duty with 
the U.S. Navy, reenlisted in September 1958. His parents, a sister, 
and two brothers reside in the Philippines. 

The pertinent facts in this case are contained in a letter dated 
December 6, 1957, from the Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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regarding a bill then pending for the relief of the same person. That 
letter and accompanying memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., December 6, 1957. 
Hon. EmManvuet CELLeER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. Cuarrman: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 8695) for the relief of Karl Johan Sell, there 
is attached a memorandum of information concerning the beneficiary, 
This memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by the Los 
Angeles, Calif., office of this Service, which has custody of those files. 
The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fee. It would also 
direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. 
The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for the Philippine Islands, 
Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE KARL JOHAN SELL, 
BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 8695 


Karl Johan Sell, a native and citizen of the Philippine 
Islands, was born on August 25, 1932. He is single. Mr. 
Sell is an enlisted member of the U.S. Navy, stationed with 
Amphibious Construction Battalion One at C oronado, Calif. 
He holds the rating of draftman, third class, and has no 
assets or income other than his pay of $129 a month from 
the U.S. Navy. He attended elementary and secondary 
schools for 10 years in his native country and during the past 
2 years has been taking technical training for 4 hours each 
week at San Diego Junior C ollege, San Diego, Calif. The 
beneficiary’s father, a native of | Germany and naturalized 
citizen of the Philippine Islands, and his mother, a native 
citizen of the Philippine Islands, reside in that country. He 
has one sister and two brothers who are native citizens and 
residents of the Philippine Islands. 

The beneficiary enlisted in the U.S. Navy at Cavite, 
Philippine Islands, on October 18, 1954, at which time he was 
informed he would be returned to that place for discharge 
upon completion of his enlistment on October 17, 1958. He 
entered the United States at San Francisco, Calif., as a mem- 
ber of the U.S. Navy on November 4, 19: 54. His petition for 
naturalization was denied by the U.S. district court at Los 
Angeles, Calif., on June 21, 1957, on the ground that he had 
not been lawfully admitted to the United States for per- 
manent residence and had not been in this country for 1 year 
prior to his enlistment in the U.S. Navy. 
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Mr. Wilson, the author of H.R. 1742, appeared before a sub- 
committee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support 
of his bill, as follows: 


Mr. Sell is a native and citizen of the Philippine Islands. 
He enlisted in the U.S. Navy at Cavite, Philippine Islands, 
on October 18, 1954, and entered the U nited States as a 
member of the Navy on November 4, 1954. His petition for 
naturalization was denied on June 21, 1957, on the ground 
that he had not been lawfully admitted to the United States 
for permanent residence and had not been in this country 
for 1 year prior to his enlistment. 

The beneficiary alleges that a recruiting officer promised 
him American citizer ship as one of the benefits of enlistment. 
He further alleges that at no time was he informed of his 
obligation to register as an alien or to undergo inspection by 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service. The Navy 
seemed to this young man to be taking care of every detail, 
and I am sure that he, with good reasoning, honestly believed 
at that time that if he did everything he was told it would be 
satisfactory. This is not hard to understand when one 
pictures a young man from the southern Philippines swept 
up into the most exciting adventure of his life. This 
failure to register with the Immigration Service now stands 
between Sell and something he desires more than anything 
in the world, American citizenship. 

Mr. Sell has served two tours of duty with the U.S. Navy. 
He reenlisted in September 1958, for another year in the 
hope that his immigration status could be adjusted in that 
length of time. He has been taking engineering courses in 
night school at San Diego Junior. College and hopes to 
enroll in the school of engineering at Oregon State College 
after completing his Navy enlistment. 

At the time this bill was introduced I submitted a letter 
from Mr. Sell’s commanding officer, Rear Adm. C. E. Coffin, 
in which he indicates that the benefici iary is a definite asset 
to the Navy and highly recommends lawful residence for 
Mr. Sell. 

In view of the beneficiary’s honorable service in the U.S. 
Navy, his high moral character, and the fact that his present 
problems were apparently caused by a misunderstanding, I 
urge the committee to give favorable consideration to this 
legislation so that Mr. Sell may eventually realize his desire 
to become an American citizen. 
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The letter referred to in Mr. Wilson’s testimony reads as follows; 


CoMMANDER NaAvat Bracn Group ONE 
Ampuisious Force, U.S. Paciric Fieet 
U.S. Navat Ampuisious Bass 


San Diego, Cautr., June 5, 1957. 


From: Commander Naval Beach Group One. 

To: The Secretary of the Navy. 

Via: (1) Commander Amphibious Force, U.S. Pacific Fleet. 
(2) Chief of Naval Personnel. 
(3) Judge Advocate General of the Navy. 


Subject: Sell, Karl Johan, 4680211, draftsman third class, U.S. Navy; 
information concerning 
Enclosures: (1) Copy of U.S. Department of Justice, Immigration 
and Naturalization Service, notice to petitioner of 
proposed recommendation of denial of petition for 
naturalization dated June 26, 1957, re petition No. 
246/P/188315 A8 951779NC. 
(2) Copy of enlisted performance record of Sell, Karl 
Johan, 4680211, draftsman third class, U.S. Navy. 

1. Subject man petitioned the U.S. district court, Los Angeles, 
Calif., for naturalization on June 30, 1955. Enclosure (1) recom- 
mended that this petition be denied on the basis that subject man 
did not have a lawful admission for permanent residence in the United 
States as contemplated by Public Law 86 and that he did not have 1 
year of continuous physical presence in the United States subsequent 
to lawful admission and prior to his entry into the Armed Forces as 
contemplated by Public Law 86. This was in spite of the fact that 
Sell had entered the United States as a member of the U.S. naval 
service and acting under orders of the Department of the Navy and 
that on July 1, 1955, he had the required 90 days’ service in the 
military service of the United States. 

2. Sell, now serving in Amphibious Construction Battalion One, a 
component command of the Naval Beach Group, is a native and 
national of the Philippine Republic. His father is a naturalized citi- 
zen of the Philippine Republic of German birth, having first entered 
the Philippines approximately 30 yearsago. His mother is of Spanish- 
American ancestry, the daughter of an American Spanish-American 
War veteran. Sell is a personable, clean-cut young man of high moral 
standards and speaks excellent English. It is considered that he has 
rendered outstanding service to the U.S. Navy. 

3. Sell enlisted in the U.S. Navy at Cavite, Philippine Islands, on 
October 18, 1954. Three days later he was placed aboard the Military 
Sea Transport Service transport USNS Barrett for transportation to 
the U.S. Naval Station, San Francisco, Calif. Upon arrival, he was 
placed in a draft for transportation to the U.S. Naval Training Center, 
San Diego, Calif., for recruit training. At no time was he informed 
of the necessity of registering as an alien with the Immigration Service. 

4. Sell is a definite asset to the U.S. Navy and excellent material 
for U.S. citizenship. 

5. Sell believed that his enlistment in the U.S. Navy validated his 
entry into the United States and at no time was he informed by naval 
authority of the necessity of either reporting to the Immigration 
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Service or of the necessity of entering under a quota. In view of this, 
CNBG-1 strongly recommends that the Department of the Navy 
request private legislation in his specific case to regularize his status 
and to permit him to apply for naturalization. 

C. E. Corrtn, Jr. 


H.R. 2635, by Mr. Gavin—Juana Domenech 


The beneficiary is a 22-year-old native and citizen of Spain who was 
admitted to the United States as a visitor in June of 1957. Her 
mother was admitted to the United States as a citizen and her father, 
a brother, and a sister were admitted as nonquota immigrants. It was 
subsequently determined that her mother had lost her U.S. citizenship 
and the entire family, with the exception of the beneficiary, is being 
assisted by the Immigration and Naturalization Service in adjusting 
their immigration status. The beneficiary is afflicted wth chronic 
cystic mastitis for which she underwent surgery in 1958. She is 
no longer under the care of a physician. 

The pertinent facts in this case are contained in letters dated July 18, 
1958, and December 4, 1958, from the Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
regarding a bill then pending for the relief of the same person. Those 
letters read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., July 18, 1958. 
Hon. EmManuet CELuer, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Drar Mr. CuarrMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 12147) for the relief of Juana Domenech, 
there is attached a memorandum of information concerning the 
beneficiary. This memorandum has been prepared from the Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by 
= Pittsburgh, Pa., office of this Service, which has custody of those 

es. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States as of the date of its enactment upon payment of the 
required visa fee. It would also direct that one number be deducted 
from the appropriate immigration quota. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for Spain. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner, 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZA= 
TION SERVICE FILES RE JUANA DOMENECH, BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 
12147 


The beneficiary, a native and citizen of Spain, was born on April 
4, 1936. She completed 5 years of schooling in her native country 
and was employed there as a domestic. The beneficiary is single 
and resides with her parents, two sisters, Mary and Rosa, and one 
brother, Juan, at Bradford, Pa. She has two brothers and two 
sisters who reside in Spain and are citizens of that country. The 
beneficiary has no income or assets and is dependent upon her family 
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for support. Her father is unemployed. Her mother is employed 
as a laundress in Bradford, Pa., at a salary of $40 a week. Her sister, 
Rosa, is employed as a kitchen helper in the Bradford Hospital, 
Bradford, Pa., at a salary of $25 a week. The beneficiary is afflicted 
with chronic ‘cystic mastitis. She is receiving medical treatment 
and it is indicated she will undergo an operation for this condition 
in the near future. 

The beneficiary entered the United States as a visitor on June 
20, 1957, and was authorized to remain in this country in such status 
until June 17, 1958. Although the beneficiary has failed to depart 
from the United States and is, therefore, considered to be r residing 
in this country in an unlawful immigration status, deportation pro- 
ceedings will not be instituted against her in view of her physical 
condition and family situation. 

Josephine Crappio Domenech, the beneficiary’s mother, was born 
in Kinzua, Pa., on October 2, 1904. She married Mariano Domenech, 
a native and citizen of Spain, on April 10, 1920 at Warren, Pa. Mrs. 
Domenech accompanied her husband to Spain in 1922 and resided 
there until her return to the United States on March 2, 1957. Mrs. 
Domenech was issued a U.S. passport at the American consulate, 
Barcelona, Spain, on December 27, 1956, and admitted to this country 
as a citizen on March 2, 1957. 

Following her entry into the United States, Mrs. Domenech filed 
petitions for nonquota status in the issuance of immigrant visas to her 
husband and their children, Rosa and Juan. These petitions were 
approved by this Service and Mr. Domenech, Rosa and Juan were 
admitted to the United States as nonquota immigrants for permanent 
residence. 

Inquiry made concerning the immigration status of Mr. and Mrs. 
Domenech and their children, Rosa, Juan, and Mary, revealed that 
Mary is a citizen of the United States, and that Mrs. Domenech had 
lost her U.S. citizenship pursuant to section 3 of the act of March 2 
1907, by reason of her marriage to an alien. Therefore, she was not 
entitled to the U.S. passport with which she entered the United States 
on March 2, 1957. As Mrs. Domenech was not a citizen of the 
United States, Mr. Domenech and their children, Rosa and Juan, 
were not entitled to the nonquota immigrant visas which were issued 
tothem. Mr. and Mrs. Domenech and their children, Rosa and Juan, 
are being assisted in adjusting their immigration status to that of 
lawful permanent residents. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., December 4, 1958. 
Hon. EManvet CELuer, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Cuarrman: This refers to H.R. 12147, 85th Congress, 
in behalf of Juana Domenech. 

Since submitting our report of July 18, 1958, the immigration 
status of Mariano Domenech, Juan Domenech, and Rosa Domenech, 
the beneficiary’s father, brother, and sister, has been adjusted and 
they are now lawful permanent resident aliens of the United States. 
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Furthermore, an application for preexamination filed by the benefi- 
ciary’s mother, Mrs. Josephine Domenech, was approved by this 
Service on November 12, 1958, and Mrs. Domenech is now arranging 
to obtain an immigrant visa at the American consulate in Niagara 
Falls, Canada, which, if issued, will permit her to gain admission to 
the United States as a lawful permanent resident alien 

On May 11, 1958, the beneficiary was operated on for the removal 
of masses in both breasts. She remained in the Bradford Hospital, 
Bradford, Pa., for 3 days and returned home where she was under the 
care of her physician for an additional 10 days. No complications 
developed, and she is no longer under the care of a physician. In 
view of the apparent improvement in the beneficiary’s physical con- 
dition, deportation proceedings will be instituted against her. Al- 
though the immigration status of three members of the beneficiary’s 
family has been adjusted and is in the process of being adjusted in 
the case of another member, the beneficiary is not entitled to any 
preference in the issuance of an immigrant visa and she is not other- 
wise eligible for administrative adjustment of her status at this time. 

Sincerely, 

J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 
Mr. Gavin, the author of H.R. 2635, appeared before a subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on the Felideay and testified in support of his 
bill, as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, it is my sincere hope that the bill before 
you, H.R. 2635, which I introduced on behalf of Juana 
Domenech, will be approved by your committee as it is a 
very deserving and compassionate case. 

Miss Domenech’s mother had lost her U.S. citizenship 
through her marriage to a Spanish national and residence 
in Spain, but was issued a U.S. passport, in error. Conse- 
quently, Mrs. Domenech, her husband, and two minor chil- 
dren were in this country illegally, but this situation is 
being settled administratively. 

The beneficiary of this bill was issued a visitor’s visa 
shortly after her 21st birthday at the American consulate, 
Barcelona, Spain, and accompanied the rest of her family 
to the United States. 

Her status cannot be adjusted administratively. Al- 
though Miss Domenech is considered to be residing in this 
country in an unlawful immigration status, the Immigration 
Service advised me they were reluctant to institute deporta- 
tion proceedings against her because she is dependent upon 
her family and in May 1958 underwent a serious operation. 

Her entire family is in the United States having had their 
immigration status adjusted administratively; and for hu- 
manitarian reasons, this bill, that would consider her as 
having been lawfully admitted for permanent residence, I 
sincerely hope will be approved by this committee. 


H.R. 1527, by Mr. Kilgore—Moises Garza Barriga 

The. beneficiary is a 58-year-old native and citizen of Mexico who 
was admitted to the United States for permanent residence in 1932. 
His wife, a lawfully resident alien, and their four native-born U.S. 
citizen children, reside with the beneficiary in Texas. In 1944 the 
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beneficiary left the United States to avoid military service and re- 
entered without inspection in 1946. He was deported to Mexico in 
1954 and in July 1957 he was admitted to the United States as an 
agricultural laborer by withholding the facts regarding his deportation, 

In agreeing to report favorably on this legislation, the committee 
wishes to stress the fact that their action is based solely on the hard- 
ship which would be caused to the beneficiary’s wife and children if 
he were to be deported. 

The facts in this case are contained in a letter dated June 12, 1958, 
from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a bill then 
pending for the relief of the same person. The letter and accompany- 
ing memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., June 12, 1958. 
Hon. Emanugt CELuLer, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuartrMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 11925) for the relief of Moises Garza Barriga, 
there is attached a memorandum of information concerning the bene- 
ciary. ‘This memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by the San 
Antonio, Tex., office of this Service, which has custody of those files. 

The bill would authorize and direct the Attorney General to cancel 
any outstanding order and warrant of deportation, warrants of arrest, 
and bonds which may have issued in the case of the beneficiary and 
would provide that from and after the date of enactment of this act, 
he shall not again be subject to deportation by reason of the same 
facts upon which such deportation proceedings were commenced or 
any such warrants and orders have issued. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE MOISES GARZA BARRIGA, 
BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 11925 


Moises Garza Barriga, who was born on September 4, 1920, 
is a native and a citizen of Mexico. On July 18, 1942, he was 
married in Reynosa, Mexico, to Benita Cepeda Marroquin, 
a native and a citizen of Mexico. His wife was lawfully 
admitted to the United States for permanent residence on 
September 12, 1942, and has maintained her residence in 
the United States since that date. The beneficiary and his 
wife reside at Route 2, Box 269A, Harlingen, Tex., with 
their four children who were born in the United States on 
January 9, 1944, May, 1945, August 8, 1947, and May 27, 
1954, respectively. Mr. Garza is employed as a farm foreman 
and mechanic near Harlingen and earns $50 per week plus @ 
rent-free house. His only other close relatives are four 
sisters who are residents of the United States. 
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The beneficiary first entered the United States at Browns- 
ville, Tex., on October 6, 1932, at which time he was lawfully 
admitted for per rmanent residence. He continued to reside 
in the United States until May 18, 1944, when he departed 
to Mexico. He remained in Mexico until January 12, 1946, 
at which time he reentered the United States without i inspec- 
tion at Brownsville, Tex. A warrant of arrest in deportation 

roceedings was issued on May 5, 1954, on the ground that 
he had entered the United States without inspection. After 
a hearing, the alien was found deportable on the grounds 
that he was an immigrant not in possession of a valid immi- 
gration visa at time of entry, and that he was a person who 
had departed from the jurisdiction of the Unitec {States for 
the purpose of evading or avoiding training or service in the 
Armed Forces of the United States during time of war or 
during a period declared by the President to be a period of 
national emergency. An appeal in the case was dismissed by 
the Board of Immigration Appeals, and the beneficiary was 
deported to Mexico on November 30, 1954. 

On July 1, 1957, without divulging the facts of his previous 
arrest and deportation, the beneficiary was admitted to the 
United States temporarily as an agricultural laborer under 
contract to work on the farm where he is now employed. 
On March 25, 1958, deportation proceedings were again in- 
stituted on the ground that he departed from or remained 
outside the United States to avoid or evade training or serv- 
ice in the Armed Forces in time of war or a period declared 
by the President to be a national emergency. After a 
hearing, a warrant of deportation in his case was issued on 
April 2, 1958. 

The beneficiary registered under the Selective Service Act 
at Weslaco, Tex., on February 16, 1942. He went to Fort 
Sam Houston, Tex., on April 20, 1944, for his preinduction 
physical examination and was accepted for the Army. He 
was mailed his order to report for induction on May 18, 1944, 
the day on which he departed from the United States to 
Mexico. During the deportation hearings he admitted that 
he departed from the United States on May 18, 1944, to 
evade and avoid military service and that he remained out- 
side this country for the same reason from that date until 
his return to the United States on January 12, 1946. 
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Mr. Kilgore, the author of H.R. 1527, appeared before a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support of 
his bill, as follows: 


H.R. 1527 would cancel any outstanding order and warrant 
of deportation against Moises Garza Barriga who is exclud- 
able under the provisions of section 212(a) (22) of the Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Act as one who was found to 
have departed from the United States to avoid service with 
the Armed Forces during wartime. 

I have no sympathy. for Moises Garza Barriga and his 
departure from this country to avoid entering the Army on 
the very day on which he was mailed his order to report for 
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induction. This happened on May 18, 1944. The com- 
mittee has in its file the report from the Immigration Service 
on this alien’s immigration status. 

But the humane aspects surrounding his immigration 
status must be considered. 

Mr. Barriga has four citizen children. They range in age 
from 15 years to 5 years of age. These citizen children were 
born in south Texas where ‘the alien has resided virtually 
continuously since the first time he entered the United 
States at the age of 6. His wife, Mrs. Garza Barriga, is a 
lawfully admitted alien, a national of Mexico. She has never 
worked anywhere but in the home taking care of these 
children. 

Mr. Barriga is employed by J. L. Boggus of Harlingen. 
He earns $50 per week. In addition, Mr. “Boggus has built 
a five-room brick home for the Barriga family at the farm. 
The home has electric lights, running water, and butane 
facilities, all furnished free of charge by Mr. Boggus. He 
also furnished Mr. Barriga with transportation free of 
charge in addition to other benefits. You can see from the 

ay that this alien is well equipped to care for his family. 
Ie is a welder, machinist, mechanic, and all-around farm 
employee. He services the tractors, automobiles, trucks, 
and is overall foreman on the 500-acre citrus grove of Mr. 
Boggus, helping to supervise from 14 to 20 men 6 days a week. 
Mr. Barriga has almost a full high school education, enjoys 
good relations with his employer ‘and speaks perfect English. 
Prior to working for Mr. Boggus he worked for 11 years for 
Mr. and Mrs. H. E. Butt of C orpus Christi. 

My bill was introduced for the sake of the children. Their 
father can provide them, as I have shown above, adequately 
with the necessities of life. His deportation would turn the 
children over to the Texas State welfare relief rolls. By 
cancellation of the outstanding order of deportation against 
Mr. Barriga, his family would be assured of the presence of 
their father and the provisions he can make for their care. 


H.R. 2061, by Mr. Dollinger—Androula G. Kyriacou 


The beneficiary is an 11-year-old native of Cyprus and a subject 
of Great Britain, who is the daughter of U.S. citizens, who was ad- 
mitted to the United States for medical treatment in 1952. She 
has been confined at a New York State mental institution since 
March of 1953 and her care and maintenance are paid by her father. 
That institution has diagnosed her case as ‘mental deficiency with 
developmental cranial anomaly (hydrocephalus) -Idiot; IQ 3 and 
there appears to be no prospect for any improvement.” The bene- 
ficiary’s parents have two younger children who reside with them in 
New York. 

The pertinent facts in this case are contained in letters dated 
May 19, 1958, and February 27, 1959, from the Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization which read as follows: 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., May 19, 1958. 
Hon. EMANUEL ‘CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuairMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 11237) for the relief of Androula G. Kyriacou, 
there is attached a memorandum of information concerning the bene- 
ficiary. ‘This memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service files ena to the beneficiary by the 
New York, N.Y., office of this Service, w hich has custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary permanent residence in the 
United States upon payment of the required visa fee. It would also 
direct that one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. The bill would also require that a bond be deposited to insure 
that the beneficiary shall not become a public charge. 

It appears that the beneficiary is eligible for nonquota status in the 
issuance of an immigrant visa. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND NATURAL-~ 
IZATION SERVICE FILES RE ANDROULA G, KYRIACOU, BENEFICIARY 
OF H.R. 11237 


Information concerning this case was furnished by the beneficiary’s 
father, Mr. George Kyriacou, who is the sponsor of the bill. 

The beneficiary, Androula G. Kyriacou, who was born in Cyprus 
on October 20, 1947, is a subject of Great Britain. She has been an 
inmate of Letchworth Village, a New York State mental institution 
at Thiells, N.Y., since March 1953. This institution diagnosed her 
case as mental deficiency with developmental cranial anomaly (hydro- 
cephalus)—idiot; IQ 3 and there appears to be no prospect for any 
improvement. Her care and maintenance are paid for by the sponsor. 

The beneficiary’s only entry into the United States occurred on 
November 24, 1952, when she was admitted as a visitor for medical 
treatment for 6 months after this Service granted a waiver of her in- 
admissibility as a mental defective under the ninth proviso to section 
3 of the Immigration Act of 1917, as amended. She subsequently 
received extensions of temporary stay to August 3, 1958. Although 
it has been indicated that the beneficiary will remain in the United 
States permanently, deportation proceedings are not being instituted 
because of the compassionate features involved. 

The sponsor, George Kyriacou, also known as George Nicholas, was 
born in Cyprus, on May 16, 1925. Following his admission to this 
country for permanent residence on April 22, 1950, he became a U.S. 
citizen through naturalization on May 19, 1955. The sponsor was 
married in Cyprus on March 3, 1946, to Helen Cyprianou, a U.S. 
citizen. In addition to the beneficiary, they have an 8-year-old child 
who is apparently normal. The family resides at 786 East 149th 
Street, Bronx, N.Y. Mr. Kyriacou derives an income of approxi- 
mately $7,000 per annum from a restaurant which he operates and 


from several real estate holdings. His assets total approximately 
$50,000. 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., February 27, 1959. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. Cuarrman: This refers to H.R. 2061, 86th Congress, in 
behalf of Androula G. Kyriacou, who was also the beneficiary of H.R, 
11237, 85th Congress. 

Since submitting our report of May 19, 1958, the sponsor and his 
wife became the parents of another child, who was born on July 24, 
1958, in the Bronx, N.Y. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


Mr. Dollinger, the author of H.R. 2061, appeared before a sub- 
committee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support 
of his bill, as follows: 


Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, the beneficiary of this bill is a child, who will be 12 
years old in October. She is mentally deficient, and hos- 
pitalized. She is a subject of Great Britain. 

Beneficiary was admitted to the United States on Novem- 
ber 24, 1952, when she was admitted as a visitor for medical 
treatment for 6 months. The Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Service report states that deportation proceedings are 
not being instituted because of the compassionate features 
involved. 

The father and mother of the beneficiary are both U.S. 
citizens. The family resides at 786 East 149th Street, Bronx. 
Mr. Kyriacou has a good income and is financially able to 
continue to care for the child. They have two other children, 
one 9 years old, and one born July 24, 1958, in the Bronx, 
N.Y. 

It will cause the father and mother much mental anguish if 
the child is ordered to leave the United States. 

I urge that favorable consideration be given my bill as 
the child’s future welfare is at stake as well as the parents’ 
peace of mind. 


H.R. 4672, by Mr. McFall—Francisco Gomez-Olvera 

The beneficiary is a 39-year-old native and citizen of Mexico who 
claims to have entered the United States for permanent residence in 
1922. He registered under the Selective Training and Service Act 
and when he was called for induction in 1943 he departed to Mexico. 
He last entered the United States illegally in 1945 and worked as a 
laborer until 1955 when he was hospitalized at public expense for 
tuberculosis. His wife, who was also hospitalized for tuberculosis 
at the same time, and their six children are native-born U.S. citizens. 
The author of the bill has advised the committee that most of the 
welfare funds received by the beneficiary and his wife during their 
hospitalization have been repaid on a voluntary basis, and that he is 
making every effort to assume his responsibility toward his family. 
In agreeing to authorize the Attorney General to cancel deportation 
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proceedings in this case, the committee wishes to stress that its action 
was based solely on the further hardship which would be caused the 
peneficiary’s family. 

Certain pertinent facts in this case are contained in a letter dated 
July 18, 1957, from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a 
bill then pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and 
accompanying memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C:, July 18, 1987. 
Hon. EMANvEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. CuatrMan: In response to your revuest for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 3563) for the relief of Francisco Gomez- 
Olvera, there is attached a memorandum of information concerning 
the beneficiary. This memorandum has been prepared from the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service files relating to the benefi- 
ciary by the San Francisco, Calif., office of this Service, which has 
custody of those files. 

The bill would authorize and direct the Attorney General to dis- 
continue any deportation proceedings and to cancel any outstanding 
order and warrant of deportation, warrant of arrest, and bond, which 
may have been issued in the case of the beneficiary and would provide 
that from and after the date of enactment of this act, he shall not 
again be subject to deportation by reason of the same facts upon which 
such deportation proceedings were commenced or any such warrants 
and order have issued. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE FRANCISCO GOMEZ- 
OLVERA, BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 3563 


Francisco Gomez-Olvera, who was born on April 4, 1919, 
in Navajoa, Sonora, Mexico, is a citizen of that country. 
He was married to Lucy Pimental, a native-born U.S. citizen, 
in Lodi, Calif., on August 14, 1955. They have six USS. 
citizen children who are from 1 to 12 years of age. Five of 
these children were born out of wedlock. The beneficiary 
lives with his family on Route 5 at Box 414-F in Stockton, 
Calif. 

The beneficiary and his wife are not employed. Mr. 
Gomez attended school in Mexico for 6 years. His assets 
consist of furniture and personal possessions valued at $450 
He has two brothers and a sister living in the United States. 
His parents are deceased. 

Mr. Gomez claims that he was lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence at Calexico, Calif., on 
August 18, 1922. That entry could not be verified. He 
registered on October 16, 1940, in compliance with the pro- 
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visions of the Selective Training and Service Act. He was 
given a preliminary examination and a blood test in Brawley, 
Calif., on January 7, 1943. He was then ordered to report 
for induction into the Armed Forces at Brawley, Calif., on 
May 17, 1943. The beneficiary stated he departed to Mex- 
ico in May 1943. His brother stated he departed to Mexico 
on January 7, 1943, the day he was given his preliminary 
examination. 

The beneficiary last entered the United States without 
inspection near Calexico, Calif. in April 1945. He worked 
as a laborer on farms until June 1955 when it was learned 
that he was afflicted with tuberculosis. He was then ad- 
mitted to the Bret Harte Sanatorium in Murphys, Calif., 
where he was treated until he was discharged on August 12, 
1956. His wife, who was also found to be afflicted with 
tuberculosis, was hospitalized at the same sanatorium from 
August 15, 1955, until December 7, 1955, and from January 
24, 1956, until March 8, 1956. 

The cost for medical care at the Bret Harte Sanatorium is 
about $8 daily. The company with which Mr. Gomez was 
insured paid $750 of the total cost of his hospitalization. The 
balance of the medical expenses for Mr. and Mrs. Gomez has 
not been paid, nor have they been billed for it. During 
their hospitalization their children were cared for at the 
Albertinum School in Ukiah, Calif., which was paid for at 
the rate of $250 monthly by the San Joaquin County Wel- 
fare Department. The company with which Mr. Gomez 
was insured paid $200 of the total cost of that care for the 
children. 

The beneficiary has not been employed since he was dis- 
charged from the Bret Harte Sanatorium, although he is 
permitted to do part-time work. He and his family have 
received welfare aid in varying amounts since June 1955, 
They have received $296 monthly since January 1, 1957. 
They were billed a total of $564.50 by the San Joaquin 
County Hospital for the medical and hospital expenses in- 
curred in connection with the birth of their last child and for 
the treatment of another for a broken arm. These bills have 
not been paid. 

Deportation proceedings were instituted against the bene- 
ficiary on September 1, 1955, on the ground that he entered 
the United States without inspection. Considerable evidence 
was developed at the hearing to indicate that the beneficiary 
departed from the United States in 1943 to avoid or evade 
service in the Armed Forces of the United States, but as the 
evidence was not conclusive, an additional deportation 
charge on that ground was not lodged. A special inquiry 
officer’s final order of December 13, 1955, granted the bene- 
ficiary the privilege of voluntary departure, with the alter- 
native of deportation should he fail to depart when requested 
to do so. 
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Mr. McFall, the author of H.R. 4672, appeared before a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support of 


his bill, as follows: 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we have 
explored all possibilities of administrative relief, and unless 
this committee takes favorable action, a family will have to 
be separated. 

Mr. Gomez is now the sole support of his family, who in 
the past have been on welfare rolls. 

The beneficiary is a native and citizen of Mexico, who came 
to the United States in 1922, at the age of 2: years, with his 
parents, who had a permit to reside here. He is married to 
a U.S. citizen, and is the father of six citizen children, all 
of minor age. 

His parents both died of tuberculosis, and medical records 
indicate that Mr. Gomez himself contracted the disease in 
1935, for which he was treated by Dr. George C. Holleran, 
of Brawley, Calif. I am advised that due to his health, and 
the fact that Mrs. Gomez’ parents refused their permission for 
this couple to marry, they went to Mexico in 1943 to get 
married. They were unable to do so at that time because 
they could not pass the necessary blood tests. 

Mr. Gomez last entered the United States without inspec- 
tion in April 1945, and deportation proceedings were insti- 
tuted against him for this reason. He worked as a farm 
laborer until June 1955, when he was found to be afflicted 
with tuberculosis. He was admitted for treatment at Bret 
Harte TB Sanatorium in California, where he remained 
until discharged in August 1956. His wife was also found 
to be afflicted with tuberculosis, and was hospitalized at the 
same sanatorium during 1955 and 1956. During their 
illness and hospitalization, this couple’s six children were 
cared for by welfare agencies out of San Joaquin County 
public assistance funds. 

This case was brought to my attention by the Catholic 
Social Service of Stockton, Calif. This agency, after thor- 
ough investigation, were definite in their feeling that this 
was a most deserving case. 

An excerpt from the caseworker’s report of this agency 
states: 

“These contacts gave a very different picture of Mr. 
Gomez than the information on file with the immigration 
authorities would indicate. He was described as ‘loyal, 
honest, hard working and never gets in trouble of any kind’ 
by an employer who had known him since 1946. Another 
described him as ‘cooperative, willing, sincere, and a capable 
worker.’ Contacts with school and health nurse confirmed 
the fact that Mr. and Mrs. Gomez are unusually devoted to 
their children and have always provided a good and stable 
homelife for them. Welfare contacts confirm that prior 
to hospitalization, the family had never had any help from 
public funds. Our own observation of this family leads us 
to believe this is an unusually reliable and resourceful and 
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upright family for whom permanent separation would be an 
untold hardship. The children are deeply devoted to their 
father and the security of the entire family for the present 
and future seem in jeopardy.” 

I am happy to report that I have just received word 
indicating that this family is well on its way to complete 
rehabilitation. Mr. Gomez’ disease is now considered ar- 
rested, he has gained 22 pounds in weight, and since 1958, 
has been working for the Diamond Walnut Growers in 
Stockton, Calif., at a wage of $1.90 per hour. His wife and 
children are all in good health, and recent tests have shown 
Mrs. Gomez to be free of tuberculosis. Although the family 
received public assistance from April 1956 to September 1958, 
most of the welfare funds have since been repaid by Mr. 
Gomez on a voluntary basis. 

From these facts, it seems clear that this man is making 
every attempt to assume his responsibilities toward his 
family and to society. I believe that he will continue to do 
so, if allowed to remain with his family in the United States. 

A separation from them at this time would not only 
create undue suffering and hardship, but it would undoubt- 
edly undo all the good which has been accomplished in the 
last 2 years. 


H.R. 1489, by Mr. Hosmer—Roderick Joseph Grant, also known as 
Robert Grant 

The beneficiary is a 45-year-old native and citizen of Canada who 
first entered the United States with his father in 1927. He made 
numerous trips to Canada between 1927 and 1944 when he brought 
his Canadian-born wife and daughter to the United States as a law- 
fully resident alien and citizen of the United States, respectively. 
While in Canada in 1943 he registered for service in the U.S. Armed 
Forces. He believed himself to be a U.S. citizen until 1957 when his 
application for a certificate of citizenship based on his father’s natural- 
ization was denied on the ground that he had not been admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence during his minority. 

The facts in this case are contained in a letter dated May 19, 1958, 
from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a bill then 
pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and accom- 
panying memorandum read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., May 19, 1958. 
Hon. Emanvet CELLeER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CHarrMan: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 11429) for the relief of Roderick (Robert) 
Joseph Grant, there is attached a memorandum of information con- 
cerning the beneficiary. This memorandum has been prepared from 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service files relating to the bene- 
ficiary by the Los Angeles, Calif., office of this Service, which has 
custody of those files. 





RELIEF OF CERTAIN ALIENS 47 


The bill would grant the alien permanent residence status in the 
United States as of July 1, 1927, upon payment of the required visa 
fee. The bill fails to provide for payment of head tax required by 
the statutory provisions in effect at the time of the beneficiary’s entry. 
The bill is apparently intended to immediately qualify the beneficiary 
for a certificate of citizenship based upon his father’s naturalization. 

It appears that the beneficiary is eligible for nonquota status and, 
if otherwise qualified, able to obtain a nonquota immigrant visa. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM .IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE RODERICK [ROBERT] 
JOSEPH GRANT, BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 11429 


Roderick Joseph Grant, also known as Robert Grant, a 
native and citizen of Canada, was born on October 11, 1913. 
He is unmarried and has no dependents. He was married 
on January 24, 1934, at Sudbury, Ontario, Canada, to Ann 
Jean Tychonuk. This marriage was terminated by divorce 
on May 16, 1951, at Los Angeles, Calif. He has one daughter 
born in Canada on January 14, 1937. The beneficiary 
resides at 850 West Burnett Street, Long Beach, Calif. He 
completed elementary and high schools and attended college 
for 2 years in Canada. He is an engineer and manufacturer 
engaged in producing a protective coating used in aircraft, 
ships, and places of storage to prevent contamination of 
aviation fuels by corrosion and has income of about $15,000 
a year from this business. He has assets valued at $20,000 
consisting of an automobile, manufacturing equipment, and 
savings. He also has an unsettled claim in the amount of 
$45,616.36 against the U.S. Air Force. This claim is based 
on & contract entered into with the Middletown Air Material 
Area, Homestead Air Force Base, and is under consideration 
by the terminating contracting officer, U.S. Air Force, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. The beneficiary’s daughter is married and 
lives in Long Beach, Calif. He has one brother and three 
sisters residing in Canada. His parents are deceased. 

The records of this Service reflect that the beneficiary’s 
father was admitted to this country for permanent residence 
on June 24, 1924; that he was naturalized as a citizen of the 
United States on December 9, 1930; and, that he died at 
Detroit, Mich., on December 10, 1940. The beneficiary 
testified that he first entered the United States at Detroit, 
Mich., about June 1927 in company with his father and that 
he returned to Canada about September 1927. His mother 
resided in Canada. The beneficiary thereafter made numer- 
ous trips to the United States. He registered for service in 
the U.S. Armed Forces at the American consulate at Toronto, 
Ontario, Canada, on December 8, 1943. In August 1944 he 
obtained employment in Torrance, Calif., and made arrange- 
ments to move his family from Canada. His wife was ad- 
mitted as an alien immigrant for permanent residence and 
his daughter was admitted as a U.S. citizen at Port Huron, 
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Mich., on September 1, 1944. The beneficiary has resided 
in southern California continuously since that time. He 
last entered at Detroit, Mich., during March 1957 following 
a temporary visit in Canada at which time he was passed as 
a U.S. citizen. 

The beneficiary’s application for a certificate of citizenship 
based on his father’s naturalization was denied on October 
16, 1957, on the ground that he had not been lawfully ad- 
mitted to the United States for permanent residence during 
his minority. The records of this Service reflect that he has 
never been admitted to the United States as an alien for per- 
manent residence. Deportation proceedings were instituted 
against him on February 26, 1958, on the ground that he 
entered the United States without inspection as an alien and 
are now pending. Similar proceedings are pending against 
his daughter as her claim to U.S. citizenship was based on the 
belief that the beneficiary was a citizen of the United States 
at the time of her birth. 


Mr. Hosmer submitted the following statement in support of his 


Mr. Chairman, this private bill for the relief of Mr. Grant 

rovides that he shall be held and considered to have been 
awfully admitted to the United States for permanent resi- 
dence as of July 1, 1927. In other words, we are asking that 
his permanent residence in the United States be lawfully 
established retroactive to that date so he may immediately 
qualify for a certificate of citizenship based upon his father’s 
naturalization on December 9, 1930, when Mr. Grant was a 
minor. 

This form of relief is sought only because of the compelling 
necessities of his case and because a year’s time has been lost 
since the identical bill was introduced in the second session, 
85th Congress, but was tabled because it was thought that re- 
lief was available to him under provisions of Public Law 
85-616. This was not the case, and Mr. Grant still faces 
the same problems as a year ago. 

Until a year ago, Mr. Grant believed that he had been 
legally admitted into the United States and that he attained 
derivative citizenship through the naturalization of his 
father. He had every reason to believe this because the 
State Department issued a visa to his wife based upon proof 
of his lawful entry into this country. In addition, the State 
Department issued a certificate of derivative citizenship to 
his daughter based upon proof of his lawful entry into the 
United States in 1927. Mr. Grant has resided in the United 
States since that time and was also residing in the United 
States at the time of his father’s naturalization on December 
9, 1930. Because his father was naturalized during his 
minority, Mr. Grant has believed himself to be a U.S. 
citizen. 

Believing himself to be a citizen, Mr. Grant registered for 
military service and has been identified with many important 
projects connected with the Air Force and national defense. 
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As an engineer, manufacturer and president of Trailite, Inc., 
he has defense contracts for producing a protective coating 
used in aircraft, ships, and places of storage to prevent con- 
tamination of aviation fuels by corrosion. If he is re- 
quired to depart from the United States, it will seriously 
disrupt the company, and will require the discharge of his 
employees and impair a relatively small, but nevertheless 
important, supply of strategic materials to our defense effort. 

The committee files contain complete information about 
the background of Mr. Grant, as well as five letters from 
people who attested to his character and the caliber of the 
work that he is doing. I call your attention particularly to 
a letter presented to the committee on July 21, 1958, when 
I appeared in support of an identical private bill, in behalf 
of Mr. Grant. That letter was from Mr. Gordon P. Shall- 
enberger, attorney at law, San Pedro, Calif., who pointed 
out that, in his judgment, the trouble facing Mr. Grant 
stems from the loss or destruction of records of the Govern- 
ment which is something certainly for which Mr. Grant can- 
not be blamed. This statement is based upon the fact that 
early in 1958, when Mr. Grant applied to the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service for a certificate of derivative 
citizenship, the Service was unable to locate evidence of his 
lawful entry into the United States prior to the date of nat- 
uralization of his father. It would appear that records may 
well have been lost. I recall to your attention that in 1944, 
Mr. Grant’s daughter was admitted as a U.S. citizen at 
Port Huron, Mich., and she was issued a certificate of 
derivative citizenship based upon proof of her father’s entry 
into the United States in 1927. 

It was thought, Mr. Chairman, when I appeared before 
the committee on this private bill last Congress that H.R. 
11874, which is now Public Law 85-616, would obviate the 
necessity for special action as regards to Grant. However, 
it was later determined that his circumstances did not, in 
fact, meet the requirements of Public Law 85-616. I was 
informed by Commissioner John M. Swing, Immigration 
and Naturalization Service, in a letter of September 11, 1958: 

‘After a careful review of this case, I agree that no retro- 
active administrative relief is available to Mr. Grant, although 
the provisions of Public Law 85-616 may serve to make 
possible the future creation of a record of his lawful admis- 
sion for permanent residence.” 

The district director of the Los Angeles Immigration and 
Naturalization Service stated in his letter of August 22, 
1958: ‘“* * * we went carefully through the file. On the 
basis of the whole record we were not able to discover any 
way in which Mr. Grant might adjust his status retro- 
actively.” 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I respect- 
fully request favorable action on this bill. If it is not taken, 
Mr. Grant will not be entitled to claim citizenship by reason 
of his father’s naturalization in 1930; his daughter, who is 
married and has a family of her own, would be denied her 
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citizenship after having been admitted to the United States 
as a citizen and would be compelled to depart for Canada, 
obtain a visa, and return to the United States and wait 3 years 
to become a citizen; and the defense contracts and the 
strategic services performed by Mr. Grant would be unavail- 
able to the Armed Forces. He has had to refuse defense 
contracts for coating aircraft outside of the United States due 
to the uncertainty of his status. 

I am turning over to the Committee herewith a non- 
Communist affidavit executed by Mr. Grant. 


STATE oF CALIFORNIA, 
County of Los Angeles, ss: 


Roderick Joseph Grant, being first duly sworn, deposes and 
says: 

That he resides at 850 West Burnett Street, Long Beach, 
Calif. 

That he is not now, nor has he ever been a member of the 
Communist Party or of any of the affiliated organizations, or 
of any organization which seeks to overthrow the Govern- 
ment of the United States by force or violence. 


Roperick JoserpH GRANT. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of 
February 1958. 


[SEAL] Eunice M. Srotp, 
Notary Public in and for the County of Los Angeles, State of 
California. 


My commission expires October 12, 1959. 


H.R. 2059, by Mr. Dollinger—Lum Sum Git (also known as George Git 
Lum) 


The beneficiary is a 36-year-old native and citizen of China who was 
admitted to the United States in 1932 by falsely claiming to be the son 
of a U.S. citizen, when in fact he was a nephew of a U.S. citizen. 
He obtained a passport in 1941 and departed for China where he 
traveled through the Orient for the Chinese Air Commission and 
worked with General Chenault’s Air Forces. In 1942 he enlisted in 
the U.S. Air Force in China and returned to the United States after 
his honorable discharge in April of 1946. His wife was admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence as the wife of a citizen. 
They reside in New York with their three native-born U.S. citizen 
children. 

The pertinent facts in this case are contained in a letter dated July 
21, 1958, from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization 
to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, regarding a bill 
then pending for the relief of the same person. That letter and 
accompanying memorandum read as follows: 
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DEPARTMENT. OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., July 21, 1958. 
Hon. EManvet CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. CuarrMAn: In response to your request for a report 
relative to the bill (H.R. 12344) for the relief of Lum Sum Git (also 
known as George Git Lum), there is attached a memorandum of infor- 
mation concerning the beneficiary. This memorandum has been pre- 
pared from the Immigration and Naturalization Service files relating 
to the beneficiary by the New York, N.Y. , office ‘of this Service, which 
has custody of those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary the status of a permanent resi- 
dent of the United States as of September 1, 1932, upon payment of 
the required visa fee. It would also direct that one number be deducted 
from the appropriate immigration quota. The bill fails to provide for 
payment of head tax required by the statutory provisions in effect at 
the time of the beneficiary’s entry. 

The beneficiary is chargeable to the quota for Chinese persons. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION SERVICE FILES RE LUM SUM GIT (ALSO 
KNOWN AS GEORGE GIT LUM) BENEFICIARY OF H.R. 12344 


The beneficiary, who was born on November 1, 1922, is a 
native and citizen of China. He completed his high school 
education in the United States. The beneficiary married 
Emilia Chung, a citizen of China, in Hong Kong, on July 21, 
1948. She arrived in the United States at San Francisco, 
Calif., in November 1948, at which time she was admitted 
for permanent residence as the wife of a U.S. citizen. He 
and his wife reside with their three American-born children 
in Whitestone, Long Island, N.Y. The beneficiary is the 
manager and one of the owners of a Chinese restaurant 
located in Flushing, Long Island, N.Y., and his weekly 
income therefrom amounts to $100. He also receives 
dividends amounting to $200 per annum from stocks and 
securities valued at $4,500. His other assets consist of a 
$10,000 interest in the restaurant, $400 in cash savings, 
pees property valued at $5,000 and an $8,000 equity in 

is home. He has two brothers residing in this country. 
One is a citizen of the United States and the other a citizen 
of China. The latter is the subject of deportation proceed- 
ings by this Service. 

The beneficiary first entered the United States at New 
York, N.Y., on September 1, 1932, at which time he was ad- 
mitted as the son of a citizen of this country. He then falsely 
claimed an uncle to be his father. In 1941 he obtained a 
U.S. passport and departed for China. While in that coun- 
try, he traveled through the Orient for the Chinese Air Com- 
mission and worked in conjunction with General Chennault’s 
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air forces. On July 4, 1942, he enlisted in the U.S. Army 
Air Force in China and was honorably discharged on April 12, 
1946, after which he returned to this country. He departed 
for China in 1948 and was readmitted to this country as a 
U.S. citizen in the same year. On June 4, 1957, the bene- 
ficiary appeared voluntarily before an officer of this Service 
and revealed the facts concerning his illegal status in this 
country. The beneficiary’s petition for naturalization was 
denied on April 30, 1958, on the ground that he is ineligible 
for naturalization on the basis of his military service, his 
enlistment having taken place at a time he was outside of the 
United States. Deportation proceedings are being instituted. 


Mr. Dollinger, the author of H.R. 2059, appeared before a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary and testified in support of 


his bill as follows: 


Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, the beneficiary of this bill is a native and citizen 
of China. He entered the United States on September 1, 
1932, accompanied by his uncle, Lum You, whom he falsely 
claimed to be his father, so that he could be admitted as the 
son of a citizen of this country. He was then 9 years old. 

In 1941, he went to the Orient, joined the Chinese Air Com- 
mission and worked with General Chennault’s air force as 
a member of the American Volunteer Group, and then for 
the general’s Flying Tigers. On July 4, 1942, he enlisted 
in the U.S. Army Air Force in China and was honorably dis- 
charged on April 12, 1946, after which he returned to this 
country. 

On June 4, 1957, the beneficiary appeared voluntarily 
before an officer of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service and revealed the facts concerning his illegal status in 
this country. 

He filed a petition for naturalization which was denied on 
April 30, 1958, on the ground that he is ineligible for natural- 
ization on the basis of his military service, his enlistment 
having taken place at a time when he was outside of the 
United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I[ furnished you with a copy of the court’s 
decision with my letter to you dated May 7, 1958. I quote 
from the decision: ‘“The court, therefore, has no alternative 
but to hold, although reluctantly, that he is ineligible for 
citizenship under the terms of the statute. 

“However, in view of all the circumstances and of the 
contribution made by the petitioner through his military 
service, the administrative authorities should use all of the 
means within their province to the end that his residence 
in this country be continued.” 

Mr. Lum is the manager and one of the owners of a Chinese 
restaurant located in Flushing, Long Island, N.Y. His wife 
is legally in the United States; they have three children, all 
born in the United States. 

I know Mr. Lum personally and consider him a very fine 
man, worthy of the best consideration your committee can 
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ive him. In view of the fact that he was a child when 
oon to the United States; his loyal service to the United 
States; the standing in his community which he has achieved ; 
the citizen status of his children; the recommendation of the 
court; I trust that your committee will vote favorably on 
my bill. 


The decision referred to in Mr. Dollinger’s testimony reads as 
follows: 


U.S. District Court Eastern District or New Yore 
(Petition No. 577854, April 17, 1958) 


In the Matter of the Petition for Naturalization of Lum Sum 
Git, Also Known as George Git Lum 


Appearances: Maxwell M. Stern, U.S. Naturalization, 
Examiner for United States; Spar, Schlem & Burroughs by 
Max K. Schlem, for Petitioner. 

BruckHHavsen, DJ. 

a court makes the following findings of fact: 

The petitioner was born on . November 1, 1922, in China 
aa is a national and citizen of that country. 

The petitioner entered the United States on September 
1, 1932, accompanied by his uncle, Lum You. 

3. In the year 1941, the petitioner went to the Orient, 
— the Chinese Air Commission and worked with General 

Chennault’s Air Force as a member of the American Volun- 
teer Group and then for the general’s Flying Tigers. 

4. While serving with the Flying Tigers on July 4, 1942, 
the petitioner joined the U.S. Air Force at Kunming, China, 
and continued as a member thereof until honorably dis- 
a on April 12, 1946, at Camp Beale, Calif. 

The petitioner has been in the United States since the 
Tine of his entry, excepting for the aforesaid period of 
military service and a sojourn in China in the year 1948. 

The petitioner is established in business in this country 
and resides herein with his wife and children. 

The petitioner has never been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence at any time either 
prior to or subsequent to his service in the Armed Forces of 
the United States. 

8. The petitioner has filed a petition for naturalization. 

The facts are not disputed. The petitioner bases his claim 
for naturalization on section 329 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act of 1952 (8 U.S.C.A. 1440) which provides 
that an alien who has served honorably i in the Armed Forces 
of the United States may be naturalized “If (1) at the time 
of enlistment or induction such person shall have been in the 
United States, the Canal Zone, American Samoa, or Swains 
Island, whether or not he has been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence * * *.” 

It is evident that the petitioner’s enlistment in China 
does not place him in the status contemplated by the statute. 
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The court, therefore, has no alternative but to hold, although 
reluctantly, that he is ineligible for citizenship under the 
terms of the statute. 

However, in view of all of the circumstances and of the 
contribution made by the petitioner through his military 
service, the administrative authorities should use all of the 
means within their province to the end that his residence in 
this country be continued. 

The petitioner’s application for naturalization must be 
and is denied. 

Watrer BrucHHAvseEN, 
U.S. District Judge. 


Upon consideration of all the facts in each case included in the 
joint resolution, the committee is of the opinion that House Joint 

esolution 322, as amended, should be enacted and accordingly 
recommends that it do pass. 





